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ON THB 

MIRACULOUS CONCEPTION. 



LETTER I. 
Sir, 



T. 



RUTH is an object worthy the attentioa 
and pursuit of every rational creature ; and 
the attainment o£ it ought to be the grand end 
of all our researches. It was with a view to 
the assistance of my fellow-christians in the ac- 
quirement of it, that I composed my Sermon 
for Christmas-Day last ; with that view it was 
delivered; and with that view it was sent into 
the world. "" 

Conscious that the doctrine there maintained 
was well founded, I professed myself ready to 
meet any one who might dispute it, and wished 
to have a further opportunity of fairly discus- 
sing a subject which was there but partially 
treated upon. Two gentlemen, the Rev. Mr. 
Alliott^ of Nottingham^ and the Rev. Mr. Tay^^ 
lor^ of Mik'End-Road^ London^ in Letters to 
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tbeir friends, have gratified that wish; and I 
am happy to have it in mj power, again to come 
forward, as the advocate of rational religion 
and genuine Christianity. ''^ 

Mr. Alliott^ whose publication was prior in 
point of time, will of course demand my first 
attention* 1 cannot less than lament at thedis* 
covery of the spirit — the unchristian, the un- 
candid, the unmanly spirit, which 1>reathes 
throughout his pages, ^ His pel^ seems to have 
been dipped in the very gall of controversy, 
and guided^ by a hand, f'hose director was a 
heart which possessed but little of the all-in- 
spiring charity of our benevolent Master. He 
taxes me with intentions hostile to the christian 
religion ; with a design " to lessen the esteem 
in which Christianity and the great Author of 
it are held by professing christians.^^ He as- 
serts that it is *'. impossible-^ for me, to have the 
credit of the christian religion, or the honor of 
my Saviour at heart ; and with more than Papal 
uncharitableness, belies all my ^professions of 
sincerity. *' But who art thou that judgest^lhe 
servant of another?**~-w ho has exalted him to 
the throne of the Omnicient, from whence he 
professes to see the secrets of his fellow-crea- 
tures^ hearts, and presumes to condemn them for 
motives of which they are as innocent as he is? 
There is a tribunal before which, we both must 
appear ere long — a tribunal whose great Direc- 
tor is neither governed by the interest of a party^ 
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nor actuated bj any of those passions which 
too often inhabit the hunian breast : there, and 
there only, it will be seen whose motives arfe 
right and wtiose are wrong ; and to that would 
I appea] for that uprightness of intention, which 
he is unwilling to concede to me. 

He enters on the discussion of the subject, 
with a determination not to believe what hil^ 
opponent may say. He is resolved to abide by 
his present creed, or give up (at least in part) 
his ^' respect for Christianity, his esteem for its 
Author, his regard for its precepts, and*his cdn<- 
fidefnce in his Bible/^ Is this I would ask tlie 
proper frame of mind for one, who has nothing 
more in view than the attainment of truth, and 
the direction of his fellow-creatures in the way 
that leads to it? Is it with eyes thus blinded, 
•with a mind thus warped by bigotry to a set of 
opinions that he can come forward, as the fair 
disputant, unprejudiced and unbiassed? No, 
his jaundiced eye will throw a tinge over the most 
fair arguments, and his partial pen condemn as 
unprincipled 'the most ardent lover of truth. 

I am not surprised therefore, when he charges 
me with '* proud asperity,^' and with calumni- 
ating. But permit rne to ask, where have I 
called ^' those who differ from me, ignorant and 
designing?^' He has quoted them, with an un- 
fairness not infrequent in his pages, as my 
words; but they are not to be found in my 
writings, and 1 challenge him to produce one 
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passage, which does not accord with the cha- 
rity there recommended. 1 do say that 1 may 
become '' subject to the calumniating tongue of 
the ignorant and the designing :'^ and i^ho but 
the designing and ignorant will traduce a man's 
eharacter ibir the opinions he entertains? I 
think better of my fellow-christians who diflfer 
from me, than to suppose them all capable of 
so much injustice. There are those who differ 
from me in opinion, to whom I am bound by 
the closest ties that bind man to man, and who, 
while I detest their tenets, I admire as men. — 
There are others who deserve the epithets given 
there ; but I hope for the honor of our common 
Christianity, that their number is but few. I 
am aware of the unpopularity of my doctrines; 
I am no stranger to the charitable terms by 
which the reputed orthodox are pleased to de- 
scribe me ; 1 have heard how 1 and my opinions 
have been anathematized from their pulpits; 
of their charges forbidding the perusal of my 
Sermon ; and the long train of mean artifices 
to which error always resorts, in order to hide 
its own defects. But truth is not to be fright- 
ened by declamation. It is «rror that skulks 
in corners, robes itself in mystery, and dreads 
the approach of investigation. Truth invites 
us to the closest scrutiny, and never appears to 
so great advantage as when most examined. 

At the same time I can feel for them. 1 have 
myself once experienced the chilling gale$, have 
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harboured the unsocial spirit of gloomy Calvin« 
ism. Uuitarianism, the worship of one true 
and living God, as set forth in the pure, sim- 
ple, and unadulterated gospel of Jesus Christ, 
is advancing with a steady paca; they cannot 
less than view its progress with a jealous eye; 
they cannot less than feel alarmed, when thej 
find that the very foundation of the lofty and 
venerable pile, which the superstition of ages 
has raised, and the enthusiasts of centuries 
have so much admired, has received so many 
attacks, that it trembles, and seems as if it 
would bury its sanguine upholders under its 
ruins« This is but the dawti of the day of 
truth, every succeeding one will witness the 
advance of its sun towards its meridian; and 
as it rises it will dispel the thick mist of error 
which now envelopes us. 

By the perusal of ihe following pages Mr. A. 
will find, that the Sermon, which to me was 
80 unexpectedly published, is so far from con- 
taining *' the collected force of a party ,^' that 
it does not even contain all the arguments of 
the individual^ whose character, and not whose 
doctrine, he endeavours to ridicule by his ill* 
timed and ilUmanaged irony. I profess a blind 
attachment to no party; I am an impartial, 
unprejudiced searcher after truth, and am de« 
termined to follow where ever it leads me. My 
utmost wish is to discover ^^ the truth as it is in 
Jesus,^^ my highest ambition to deserve the ve^ 
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nerable name of christian. Mr. A. most ccir« 
tainly deservesT, and I doubt not has receired 
the congratulations and thanks of his orthodox 
brethren ; and if declamation is to be substi« 
tuted for sound reasoning, and' notes of admi* 
ration are to supply the place of solid arguments, 
then his triumph will be as lasting as their par->^ 
tial encomiums are high . 

But in everj candid bosom, has the tribunal 
been erected before which he has been arraign- 
ed. This is not afi age in which error, however 
specious it may appear, can escape undetected. 
There ire many who d^re to think for them^ 
selves, and every day sees an addition to their 
number^ ^ ^ 

From*Mr. Taylor^ that veteran (as he ac* 
knowledges himself to be) in the field of con- 
troversy, I must confess I expected more libew 
rality and less irritation. In the contemplation 
of an opponent, whose learning and experience 
were rendered venerable by grey haiis, nothing 
but the conscfousness of being engaged in a 
good cause, could animate me to support a 
contest which our years and Experience render^ 
ed.so unequal. But the possession of truth, it 
is well known,' is the exclusive privilege of no 
rank or circumstance of life: and though it may 
appear presumptuous in me to call in question 
what has received the sanction of the multitude 
for so many centuries, and is, at this moment, 
apparently ponfirmed by the assent of so mmy 
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]jiarned nlien^yet I feel mysetf bound, as a teacher 
of the christian system, to disekrd every inferior 
motive, and to declare my opinions without re- 
serve, or vrish of palliation. Mr. T. says that 
*^ my spirit and language have been seldom 
equalled, unless by the unhappy Woohton and 
Thomas Paine,^^ and that he ^.* should not h& 
.astonished to hear, that at some future time, I 
should rank among the deists and atheists as 
my principal companions/^ But the contemn 
plation of such'^n event has cost him, good 
kind man! some throes of an overflowing be- 
nevolence, and has occasioned him ^^ great 
distress/^ It is surprising how an undue at- 
tachment to a set of opinions will lead men to 
impose upon themselves, and to deceive others. 
The. advocates of the systen^ which I am now 
endeavouring to defend, are so far from being 
deistical or atheistical in sentiment or practice, 
^that I will venture to say, th&t no class of men 
have done, or are doing so much for the defence 
of Christianity. The works which have im- 
mortalized the names of a Priestley and a Zmdf- 
sey, will be held in esteem as the bulwarks of 
the gospel of Jesus, when the rhapsody of en-* 
thusiasts, and the mysterious jargon of super- 
stition shall have been buried in their merited 
oblivion. But such ill natured passages as 
those above, dictated by a blind, though I dare 
say sincere zeal, will have but little influence 
oik the world at large, whiie our conduct and 
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teacbiogs are open to their inspection. ^^ By 
.our fruit we shall be known,^^ — we shrink not 
from the test. 

^Mr. T. talks a great deal about *' magisterial 
assertions/' and my *' boldness'^ in the declara* 
tion of my sentiments. But he has forgot, 
while he is censuring me, to keep within the 
limits he himself prescribes. To say that to 
give proofs that there are " interpolations'' in 
the Bible is ^^ more than I or any other man can 
do," p. 5, and to lay down a proposition, and 
then say that it is impossible for ^^ me or any 
other man to prove the contrary,*' p. 29, savors 
I think a little of " magisterial assertions," if 
not of dogmatism ; and tempts me to retort 
upon him his own words, p. 35, and ask ^^ must 
wisdom die with Aim, is he qualified to decide 
in this positive manner?" At the same time, I. 
think that when a man is fully convinced of the 
truth of a doctrine, and is capable of defend- 
ing it, he has a right to declare it with boldness^ 
while he neither quarrels with, nor condemns 
any man for differing with him. 

After all Mr. T. has said, every one possessed 
of the least candor, will be ready to own,^ that 
when the circumstances under which my Ser» 
mon was sent into the world, and the time aU 
lowed for the delivery of it, are considered, the 
subject is as largely treated upon, and the ar- 
guments as well supported, as could be ex^ 
pected. Both he and Mr. A. have found it so« 
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Thej hate speBit^jiKkiieh time and labor, in en- 
deavouring^tQ Qverthroiv arguoients, which from 
their iiitilitj^ they would have their readers 
lielieve u;ei^ not worth their notice. How far 
th^y have »ttcp^ded ii^ left to the decision of the 
Pii|>lic, and to ip j ^uiminailiou in the following 

. -J 5 • ' ^ ■ •• 



LETTER II. 

Sir, 

MisREi^ElSENTATioN has, in CTery age of 
the christian church, been the principal means 
by which the corroptor^ of Christianity have 
established their tenets; and those, in the pre- 
sent age, who are the advocates of these cor*- 
ruptions^ have recourse to the same unfair me- 
thod of supporting thenl. Thus it is, that 
Unitarianism is held up as a religious bugbear 
to frighten the ignorant and credulous; its 
doctrines are represented as unscriptural ; thos^S 
who profess it are said to be atheistical and de- 
istical ; to be mere moralists, depending wholly 
on the merits of their own good works for sal- 
vation, while they are entirely devoid of that 
devotion of heart, which so eminently distin- 
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guishes those, who appropriate to themselves 
the much perverted term of evangelical. 

The generality of men are fond of vrhat is 
grand, and not being able to distinguish be* 
tween what is great and that which is absurd, 
they give their assent to what ,they are not able 
to comprehend, satisfying their own minds, that 
what is proposed to them, by those who make 
professions of J^uch superior sanctity, must be 
true ; and if its credibility is not to be ascer- 
tained by the standard of reason, they must 
rest satisfied with the idea that it is above rea- 
son. Thus it is, that tenets, Rovvever absurd, 
are implicitly believed ; and, strange.as it may 
appear, the true doctrines of the gospel of Je- 
sus Christ are rejected, for no other reason, 
than that they are too plain and tpo simple. 

The titles given by Mr. AUiott, and Mr. 
Taylor^ to their pamphlets, have led me to 
these preliminary remarks. The one is Jesus 
of Nazareth^ the Son of God^ the other Jesus^ 
the only begotten Son of God. The stress laid 
byi these gentlemen on these titles bestowed up- 
on our Lord, is to me surprising. Whether it 
is iheir ignorance of the sentiments of the bo- 
dy of christians th^y think they are attacking 
trough me, or tiieir desire to bias the minds 
of the public against them, 1 know not; but 
it is evident that they misrepresent them. — r 
That Jesus Christ is " the Son of God, the 
only begotten Son of God,^^ no one that called 
himself a christian, to my knowledge ever 
denied ; and every Unitarian will immediately 
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grant the truth of the proposition, which Mr. 
A. lays as the foundation of his reply ; and on 
which Mr. 7V places no little stress. Mr. A. 
employs almost half his pamphlet to 'prove that 
Jesus Christ is the Son of God. He might have 
spared himself the trouble, 1 believe it as firmly 
as he does ; but 1 dfeny the inference he draws, 
" (hat because he was called the Son, the only 
begotten Son of God/^ that he must therefore 
have been miraculously borxi. 

Mr. A. says, p. 9, " that the language of 
Christ, and the language of his followers inti- 
mate in the clearest manner that he thought 
himself, and that ihey thought hini the Son of 
God in a way different from all other persons." 
If he means that Christ was the Son of God by 
the derivation of existence in a manner differ- 
ing from all other men, this the scriptures do 
not intimate, and consequently he has not been 
able to prove. The word only-begotten, as 
used, in the New Testament, has ho reference 
to a higher production, or to a different gene- 
ration to other men : it only expresses a higher 
degree of affection. Thus Isaac is called, Ueb. 
xi. 17, the only-begotten son of Abraham. But 
it is not intended that we should understand 
by this, that Abraham had no other sons, for 
he had many more by Hagarand Keturah ; nor 
are we to think that he had no human father. 
What we are to understand by it is, that Lsaac 
was peculiarly the favorite and distinguished 
spn of Abraham. In the same manner we are 
to anderstand the appellation when bestowed 
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upon Jesiu& Christ. God exalted h4m abo\^bis 
Allows; he bad destined hiin to he the Sttviout 
of mankind; to give them a {>erlect iiiisdel tor 
their iuiitaiion in his spotless example { and to 
this end he beslpwed upon him so much win^ . 
dom^ Hpd imparted to him so much pow^r, as 
Yi^h possessed by no man before. 

For the instruction of the English reader, 
the Greek word fmonogefiesj '* only-begotten/' 
lEi^ould have been much belter translated "be- 
loved;" for it is evident that John, nho alone 
of all the writers of the New Testament, with 
only one or two exceptk)n«, makes use of the 
wdrd as applicable to Christ, uses it when 
others would have said (agapetosj " beloved/* 
But 1 will examine some of the passages, in 
which Christ represents himself as *' the Son 
of God," and see whether there is any founda- 
tion for Mr. A*$ aissertion, p. 12, ** that his re- 
presentation exactly agrees with the doctrine 
of the miraculous conception.'^ " That Christ 
and his disciples used language which strongly 
implied it,^' p. 8. The }3assages in John v. 26, 
iii. 18, ix. 36 — 38, x. 36, need no comnientary, 
they merely prove that he was the Son of God, 
which is granted. *^ H^ spoke,^^ says Mr. ^. 
' *^ of God and to God as his father in the plain- 
est terms. Yes, and taught his disciples to do 
the same. In this manner therefore pray ye^ 
' Omt Father who art in heaven/ IVIatt. vi. 9. 
If then this mode of address proves Jesus to be 
iniraculously born, it equally ^proves his dis- 
c^les U> be so. ^' He sp^ (rf the glory which 
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he had with the Father before the world was/* 
Matt. xviL 5. But Mr. A. does not tell ud 
what this glory was. The glory he here prays 
for IK, that of instructing, and converting man^ 
kind, verhes 14, 18; this glory he says, v. 22 
be had given to bis apostles, they therefore 
must have had it with the Father before the* 
world was. The meaning consequently is, 
that it was the Faiber's decree and purpose, 
that his Son should be glorified. Jesus there** 
fore prays for him to accomplish his design.—* 
Similar is the expression in Rev. xiii. 8, '* The 
Lamb slain before the foundation of the world.^ 
But 'Christ, who is here figuratively called a 
Lamb, was not slain till four thousand years 
after the creation. '' And no one knoweth the 
Father but the Son, and he to whom the Son 
chooseth to reveal him,^^ Matt. xi. 27. That is 
no one can comprehend the extent and object 
of the Son's comnrission-for enlightening man- 
kind, but the Father; and no one but the Son 
is acquainted with the plan which the Father 
has designed for this end. '* Icame forth front 
GoH,'' John xvi. 27. I was sent by God as a 
messenger to mankind. The same is the phrase- 
ology used in the description of the appeafance 
ci Jdhn the Baptist. '' There was a man sent 
from God, whose name was John,^^ John i, 6. 
Bat did the Baptist come from he?iven ?-^ 
" That all men sbotild honor the Son as they 
h^northe Father, Joten v. 23. This terse does* 
not imply that we shonM worship Chfist ; th* 
honor he here Fequired cOtti^;$ti» ii» paty^tf g eW*- 
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dience to his gospel. He explains hiiiiseli' in 
the following verses. " 1 and the Father are 
one,'^ John x, 30. Not one in person, nor one 
in essence, but one in design in propogating 
the gospel. This union is explained in his 
prayer, John xvii. 11. '' That they may be owe 



as we are awe/' 



Thus far 1 have followed this immethodical 
writer in his profuse quotation of texts, whose 
meaning he has endeavoured to pervert, to 
support an hypothesis which has no foundation 
in scripture.. And it is iii this manner, by the 
production of isolated passages, without the 
least regard to the connection in ^hieh they 
stand, that error is made to appear plausible; 
the ignorant are deluded ; and scripture made 
to prove what it never intended. It is evident, 
that the passage^ .which Mr. A. and Mr. T. 
have brought forward on this head, have notk 
the least relation to the subject, when they are 
properly understood; and that the terms " Son 
of Gcd, only-begotten Son of God," have no 
other meaning, than that '' Jesus of Nazareth, 
was a if AN from God manifested to tlie world 
by mighty works, and wonderful signs which 
God did by him," Acts ii. 22. 

Paul says Rom. i. 3, that Jesus " was born 
of the race of David according to the flesh, but 
proved to be the Son of God by power ^ accord- 
ing to the holy spirit through his resurrection 
from the dead.^' Here then we see, if we can 
rely on an eminent apostle, that it was, by bis 
n^urrection from the d^ad, that Jesus Christ 
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was fully entitled to the appellation of ''Son of 
God/^ And here I cannot less than noiice, 
though it may be out of place, the contradic- 
tion between the pretended and the real 
Luke. The angel is made to tell Mary, Luke 
i. 35, that Jesus should be called *' the Son of 
God'* because he was miraculously born; but 
the real Luke never once styles him, when 
speaking in his own person, '' the Son of 
God'' till after his resurreclion ; and then af- 
ter he had been raised by the immediate power 
of the Almighty, he speaks of him a^ being 
publicly called the Son bf God. 

The Jews were aware that the title of *' Son 
of God,'' was to be peculiarly applicable to 
their Messiah, but they had never heard such a 
reason given for the appellation as the angel 
had givISn. They understood from the pro- - 
phecies recorded in the book of Psalms, that 
Gi)d himself had given him that denomination 
many hundred years before he was born; 
*' thou art my Son, this day have I begotten 
thee;" but it is evident, that the begetting 
here spoken of, has no' reference to a carnal 
birth, but to his regeneration after death to a 
new and spiritual state of existence. The terms 
Christ and Son of God they considered as sy- 
nonymous; and when Jesus declared himself - 
to be the Son of God, they understood him, 
most undoubtedly, to declare himself to be 
their great Messiah, and, in their infatuation, 
procured his condemnation as an enemy of 
Caesar's. *' If," says Mr. A. " he had been the 
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Son Qf Joseph, this would have bew the time 
to. have explained hioihelf^ and by so doing 
have lessened (at least) the asperity o^ biispeiv 
ceeuiorb/* But tlie Jews well knew that be 
was the Son of Joseph*; it needed no declara- 
tion of his to make that known to them. '^ He 
was aware l hat to support the title of ^ Son of 
God/' it was not necessary that he should have 
been brought to existence, w ithout the instru*- 
inentality of a human father. 

But though Jesus Christ claims the title of 
Son of God in a superior de^ree^ yet lie doe* 
not in " a different manner from all other men/*" 
Mr. A. is conscious of this; indeed it cannot 
be denied ; but he endeavours to do away our 
Lord's explanation of the term, by sayingy* 
•' that our Lord argued with the Jew^ on their 
own principles ;"— let that be grafted— but 
did he argue w ith them on false principles ?— ► 
If notj then, what he w ished to impress on the 
minds of his hearers must be true — that all 
good men might be called the Sons of God; 
but that he might apply it to himself in the 
strictest sense. We are all the offspring of 
God, and the nearer approaches we make to 
our great exemplar Jesus Christ, the greater 
claim we have to the appellation of " Sons of 
God.'' 

Thus I think that Jesus, though considered 
as a mere man^ but at the same time a man 
super-eminently endowed \mh the spirit of 
God^ is '^ Justified in using the language be 
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did of himself, and his disciples in using it of 
bim/^ 

Therf is a sentence at the conehision of Mn 
i^Vse(;ond letter, uhich 1 cannot less than no-<> 
tice. It is this, " \\ hether he were the Son of 
God, in any more abstruse and difficult way to 
comprehend i» not necessary fbj^us at present to 
inquire/^ We may easily perceive the drift of 
this. But to harbour the thought, that the 
great God should generate a being, according 
to the human idea attached to that word, is 
most indecent .and profane. In the ages of 
Gothic superstition and ignorance, such ex- 
pressions as^ " eternal generation,^^ and many 
more such grosi» and contradictory phrases may 
be overlooked ; but what can be said in vindica-- 
tion of a teacher of Christianity, who talks such 
l^lasphemous jargon at the commencement of 
the nineteenth century ? 



Yours^ Sfc^ 



LETTER III. 

Sir, 

Having thus far cleated my way through 
the rubbish thrown by my opponents between' 
me and the main question, 1 am at last hap^« 
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pily arrived at it. I shall follow the samcf or- 
der as I have before laid down in my Sermon^ 
and take notice of what each of the gentlemen 
have said of the different branches of it, when 
1 come to them. 

I have said, that " the doctrine of the mira- 
culous conception, is contrary to the predic- 
tions of the prophets of the Old Testament.*'^ 
This is an important consideration. The Jewish 
scriptures as they have been considei*ed by 
Christ himself, and by all his followers in every 
age, as the foundation of the christian system ; 
so Jewish prophecy must be the only criterion 
by which we can judge of the truth of the 
christian doctrine. If the account given, in 
the New Testament of the appearance of Jesus 
Christ, does not agree with the predictions of 
the Jewish prophets, the conclusion will natu- 
rally be, that he was not the person foretold by 
them, and that their Messiah has not yet ap- 
peared. Which, shall we then give up, the 
account of the miraculous conception, or the 
certainty of the appearance of the Jewish Mes- 
siah ?— one of them must be given up, for they 
are contradictory. Fortunately we need not 
hesitate long before we coipe to a determina- 
tion. Jesus Clivi^twas the promised Messiah, 
and his appearance agreed, in every respect, 
with the prophecies delivered concerning him. 

From the prophecy of Moses, recorded in 
Deut. xviii. 15, 1 have said, that we are taught 
to exTiect the Jeuish Messiah to be a man^ con* 
stituted and formed, like another man. Mr. 
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Altiott and Mr. Taylor say, that the resem- 
blance here intimated refers to the similarity 
of their " prophetic characters/^ I grant that 
it has a reference to his prophetic character'; 
but was Christ a prophet like unto Moses if he 
possessed a different nature to Moses? The 
prophetic words are so express, that they will 
^ot allow the explaining away their plain mean* 
ing : " God w^ll raise up unto thee of thy bre- 
thren, a prophet from the midst of thee like 
«nto me ;" that is, the Lord will exalt a man, 
of the Jewish nation, to the distinguished situ- 
ation of such a prophet as I am. Now is it 
not evident, that for a pre-exi6tent angel, or 
the Mighty God, (as Mr. 71 from not being 
able to understand a text,* will have Jeinis 
Christ to be) to become incarnate, and com- 
missioned to every office that Moses was, is so 

♦ Isaiah ix. 6. This verse should thus be rendered, ac- 
cording to the original Hebrew: — " Unto us a child is 
bom, unto us a son is given ; and the government shall be 
upon his shoulder, and his name shall be called w^pdcrful, 
counsellor j" (or as it is in the Septuagint, a Greek trans- 
lation generally used by our Saviour and his apostles, 
" messenger of the great design'*), " the mighty one, the 
father of the future age,+ the prince of peace." — This ren- 
dering seems to be most authentic, and was employed by 
the most aJlcient christian fathers, when they quoted this 
prophecy. ^ 

+ " In the Oriental style, a person who excels in any 
particular quality, is called the father of that quality. 
Thus a famous physician, m.uch praised for his skill, was 
called thejatkcr of benediction.' So here the Messiah is called 
the father of eternity, his authority being designed to be of 
long continuance,"— Priestley in loco. 
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far from being a , ^' raising iip^^ an exaltation^ 
that it is a degradation from a heavenly exist- 
ence, to sustain the infinitely inferior character 
of a human prophet. And, on the other hand, 
if he uas a mere man, but a man created with- 
out the intervention of a human father, by the 
miraculous power of the holy spirit ; he is nei- 
ther like one of the Jewish people, like Moses, 
nor like any thing else that was ever heard of, 
since the creation of the world. The creator has 
never interrupted his system for the propaga* 
tion of mankind, from the formation of Adam 
to the present time. Is it not likely then, if 
he was going to break in upon so universal a 
law, that he would not have given some inti- 
mation of it to Moses and the other prophets? 
But though things of very inferior importance 
concerning Christ are foretold, w ith a scrupu- 
lous minuteness, not the most distant hint is 
given of this extraordinary intervention of the 
Almighty power ! 

The next prophecy which demands my at^ 
tention is that quoted by Peter, Acts ii. 30, 
from Psalm cxxxii. 11, as relatitig to Christ. 
Jt is ther^ said, " that God had sworn with an 
oath that of the fruit of his (David^s) loins, he 
would place successors on bis throne.^' The 
fruit of his loins is a phrase so very shpong, that 
it is impossible for any one to misunderstand 
it. " The fruit of th^ loins,'* says Parkhurst, 
the Hebrew Lexicographer, " denotes the off- 
spring of a man,-' The phrase has uniformly 
the same meanipg, wherever it is u^ed ii? scrip- 
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ture:— ip i. Kings xiii. 19, the Lord sajs unto 
David, '* thy sou that shall come forth out of 
thy loins/* &c. Jesus Christ tlierefore .uiust 
have had a human father, otherwise he could 
pot have been the fruit of David's loins. 

Mr. A. says, p. J19, that the Jews '* expected 
the Messiah to come forth from God in an ex- 
traoi-dinary way ;^^ but as he has brought no 
arguments to prove, what he would, in his 
usual scurrilous manner, have termed in me, 
" a gratuitous affirn^ation," 1 shall pass on to 
M'hat Mr- T. savs on the same point. I have 
said. Sermon p. 8, that the Jews expected their 
Messiah to be the natural and lineal descend- 
ant of the male issue of David. But Mr. T. 
says no — '' some of the ancient Jewish writers, 
jBxpecud the Messiah to ba brought forth into 
the world, in a way diffei^ent frouji that in which 
ail others areV^ 1 his, he says, is clearly shewn 
by bishop Chandler. Indeed? How comes it 
to pass then, that Mr. 2\ should wrile ioaway 
so very *' different'^ from the good bishop, as 
not more powerfully and effectually to over- 
throw '' the strange assertions of Mr. Davies, 
to which so little regard can safely be paid,^^ 
p. 41. From the sample he has given us of the 
bishop's clearness in his own overwhelming ar- 
guments, we have some cause to doubt his 
assertion. 

He says, " that Isaiah and Jeremiah, two 
erninent Jewish prophets, have taught us con- 
trary to my strange assertions/^ '1 he passage 
}n Isaiah will be considered when we icome to 
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« 

it ; and I am n6t afraid but it will be proved, 

contrary to Mr. T's apprehensions^ that it does 
not gpeak of the Messiah. The passage he has 
quoted, p. 28, from Jer. xxxi. 22, as revealing 
our Saviours miraculous conception, and in p. 
"40, to prove the expectation of the Jewish na- 
tion, serves only to shew to what shifts error 
resorts, in order to support itself. Let any one 
read that verse, in the connection in which it 
stands with the context, and admire the won- 
derful skill of orthodoxy, in perverting the 
sense of scripture to answer its own purpose. — 
Below* you will find an explanation of this 
text by an eminent divine. — " John the Baptist 
was a t/i^tt'," says Mr. T. " and he testifies of 
Christ, that he came from above, and from hea- 
ven.^' John himself is said, John i. 6, to have 
been sent from God, and his baptism from 
heaven, Matt. xxi. 25, and if John's coming 
from heaven means (as it evidently does) his 
receiving a divine commission, then the same 
must be intended, when the language is ap- 
plied to Christ ; and when John speaks of 
Jesus' coming from above, in contradistinction 
to himself, he can only mean to express the 
g I ' ■ ' " ■■ '■ . 

♦ ** The Hebrew nation is called a virgin^ as a weak, de- 
fenceless woman, who might therefore ^^e affiraid of a strong 
man in whose power she was. But the^ Divine Being en- 
coura^ her, with the prospect of his interposing in her 
favor, and enabling her though a woman, to overcome the 
strongest man. The meaning is, that the Hebrew nation, 
though weak and dispersed, would find no power able to 
prevent their re-cstablishment.*' — Priestley in loco. 
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great superiority of our Lord's character, com- 
mission, and powers, to his own. ^^ Paul was 
a Jew,^^ says Mr. T. again, " and he tells us, 
. that the Son of God was made of a woman/* 
Made or born (for they ha^^e the same meaning, 
both being derived from the same Greek verb, 
ginomaij " made or born of a woman,*^ is a 
common Jewish phrase, to express a proper 
human being, see Job xiv. i, '* Man that is bora 
of a woman,*^ and Matt. xi. 11, " Among those 
that are born of women, &c/' Thus Mn T^s 
famous Jewish testimony to the miraculous 
conception falls to H^ ground ; and he may 
now, perhaps, be lead " to conclude that Mn 
D. had maturely considered the subject/^ 

I shall defer bringing my testimdhy from 
scripture against the miraculous conception to 
its proper place; and bring on what other 
Jewish writers say on the subject. And surely 
their testimony, on this point, is of more va- 
lue, and carries with it more weight, than that 
of all the Chandlers, the Alixs, the Watts, 
and the Flemings, with which Mr. T. swells 
his pages. 

" Observe,'' says the author of Nizzachon 
Vetus, who was a Jew, " how they confute 
themselves; for if, as they say, Jesus had no 
father, how can he be descended from the stock 
of David ? But if the genealogy of Joseph be 
given to prove that he was of the house of Da- 
vid^ Joseph must be his father. How then do 
you assert that he had no human father?'^* Rab- 

♦ Nizzachon Vetus p. 72, 73. 
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bi Nachmanidessays, "if your Messiah was de-^ 
scended from David, meaning by the mother's 
side, he could not be the heir of* his kingdom, 
because females do nol inherit while any male 
issue remains."* '* Boih these. genealogies/^ 
says Rabbi Isaac in his Munidem Jidei^ " be- 
long to Joseph only and not to Jesus; for they 
say that Joseph had no commerce with Mary 
his mother; and as to that of Mary it is alto* 
get her unknown/'f 

Here then we see, that the Jews make the 
miraculous conception a serious objection 
against Christianity ; they expected their Mes- 
siah to be, according to the prediction of their 
prophets, a man like one of themselves. And 
never wftl they be brought to embrace Christi- 
anity, and to acknowledge Jesus to be their 
Messiah, until this abominable, fabulous ac-* 
count of his birth be exploded from the chris- 
tian belief. 

But says Mr. A. " in answer to this mode of 
reasoning, 1 beg leave to suggest the following 
queries:-^- Whether Mary, the mother of our 
Lord, was not a descendant of Abraham and 
David ?'^ M hether she was, or was not, is im- 
possible to determine. There is no account 
given of her descent. Her relationship to Eli-* 
zabeth, if the authenticity of the cbapters in 
which it is alledged, could be allowed, woidd 
not prove her to be of the house of David ; for 

* Ihid, Page 53. + Page 390. Taken from Priestley's Early 
Opinions, vol. iv. p. 115, ll6, 117. 
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s|i^ inigl|t h^^'e been ]Bli?abeth's cousin, |ind 

jj^t nqt &AVP bwl «P Isr^elit|sh father, put 

^Ijlowiug Mary to b^ve be?n of the tribe of Ju- 

4^^' shf^W ^^^^ ^^^ tQ be related to Elizabeth, 

^ ^bo ji^as not ofldy pf thp tribp of Levi^ but " of 

the ^^)igb t^rs of. Aarpn ?^^ Among the Jewish 

. ^trih^^ the tribe, QfLevi^ and especially the fe- 

, ,ipily of ^afon, were set apart to the fulfilment 

, ^ pf . tllCLPtf <^^^ pf ^^ temple ; and could not in* 

, ter«9^rry v^\o another tribe. •' If it be admit- 

ted/* WS Mr. 4* " that the mother of our 

J.oi^d .w^s.^ descendant of Abraham and Davids 

t^en her ancestors were the ancestors of, her 

children.'* True, they were jsp ; but tbeybe- 

jing their ma/^ma/ ancestors, did not CQj^ti- 

lujte them their legal predecessors, or the chil- 

' . <lr€^a their legal heirs. L^ojc jlnto the testimony 

of the Jews before gTveo, and to that of Dn 

Whitby given in my Sermpn, smd it is proved, 

.that it was impossible for Jesus to have inhe^ 

ritted in the female line. So that Jesus might 

haye been descended maternally from Pavid^ 

and yet the prediction not b^ verified in him^ 

■ ^ What promogenitureship has to do with the 

question I am at a loss to guess ; a^ if it hsid^ 

W9S not Jesus Mary's .first-*born ? 

Mr. T. says, p. 40) that whether Jqstis is de« 
scended from Abraham by male issue m female 
iwie, ba^ nothing todo with the question, ^* or 
with the .Accomplishment Qf the pi^mise to 
Abraham.^' But we see that it has ; and upon 
this depends the truth of the Messiah's appear^ 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



as Letters on the Miraculotu Conception. 



ance. *' The derivation of Mary^s genealogy ,^^ 
says an eminent writer,* " from IXt vid and Abra- 
ham, will not remove the obvioss contradic- 
tion, between this story of the miracnlous con^- 
ception of her Son, and those scriptures which 
assert, that he was the seed of Abraham, and 
the fruit of the loins of David ; for the female, 
from whatever family descended, is no more 
than the seed-bed, formed to mature the seed 
of the male ; and therefore in the genealogies 
of all nations, the children are accounted the 
seed or lineal descendants of the male line 
ionly, without any regard to the family, or 
even nation of the female. Thus for example, 
DalSd is justly accounted the seed of Abraham, 
and as true an Isl'aelite as any other descend- 
ant from Jacob, tho' he and his father Jesse were 
the offspring of Obed the son of a Moabitish 
woman. Wei'e it true therefore, that the Al- 
mighty in the single instance of Mary^s con- 
ception, had miraculously created seed, like 
that of the human species, to become an em- 
brio in her womb, to be matured and brought 
forth like otlrer children after the usual period 
of gestation ; yet such a child would no more 
be the seed of Abmham, nor the fruit of Da- 
vid's loins, than Adam himself. He would be 

♦The late learned and reverend Edward Evanson, A. M» 
to whose excellent Letter on the Trinity the author of 
these sheets owes his emancipation, from the fangs of error 
and superstition ; and to whose other writings he is muck 
indebted, for a rational and consistent explanation of , 
BMny parts of scripture. 
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the seed of no man ; but like the first treated 
of our species, the immediate production of 
the plastic power of God. For this reason, 
either this very extraordinary history of Mary's 
miraculous conception of her son JesuSt most 
be false and fabulous, or else Jesus is not the 
Messiah promised to the Jews/^* 

Mr. A. when on this head» p. 25, note, puts 
die same question to ma, as our Saviour for^ 
merly did to the Jews, Matt. Kxii, 42 — 46, '' If 
Christ were a man not distinguished from other 
.men, by the participation of a superior nature, 
kow was he David's Lord ?" •' The doctrines 
of his pre-existence and supernatural concep- 
tion," he says, remove the difficulty and fully 
explain the subject." But if the Jews, as he 
alkdges, p. 10, ** expected their Messiah to 
come forth from God in an extraordinary way," 
how came it to pass, as Mattblew tell us, '^ that 
no one was able to answer him ?" Why not, 
if they really were of the same opinion as Mr. 
A^ give the same answer as he does?* The 
truth is, the doctrine of the poiiraculous con« 
ception was not then invented, and therefore 
it was impossible. The sense of the text is 
this :-HM>me of the Jewish sects disbelieved in 
the resurrection. Jesus, to convince them of 
their error, puts his own case to them; and 
asks, how the Messiah, who was to be a son of 
%David, could also be his Lord? The conclu- 
sion which he would have had them draw, from 
such a question, is evidently this, that by dy- 
♦ Oitfonance, p# 72* 
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in^ to- tbis inDrtal IWe, Be vj^ould cease to be 
David^s son ; and that' by his -resurrection to a 
sptritiial life, he was exalted tt) the right hand 
of God, and made not on^y Lord erf David, but 
of all the getierationii of men. , 

The two genealogies in Matthew and Lnke, 
completely establish what hasbefen before ad- 
vanced : — that the Jews esipected theilr Mest^iah 
to have had a humati father, and Joseph was 
the man. Mr. A. thinks, *that ^^ Matthew gives 
the genealogy of Joseph, and Luke of Mary, 
and that Joseph was the sbn of Jacob, and the 
adopted son of Heli the father of Mary, and 
that Joseph and Mary were of the same family/^ 
But this is mere supposition ; and, as he himself 
$ays, one fact is worth many surmises. Many 
of the ancients believed that the two genealo^ 
gies belonged to Joseph, and Mr. T, Seems to 
agree with them. Africanus says, that Euse«- 
bius " thought that Joseph was the son of Heli 
by law, and of Jacob by nature, Jacob and 
Heli bejng brothers/^* Jerome says, "that 
Joseph^s. genealogy -is mentioned, because it 
w:as not the custom of scriptures to reckon ge^ 
liealogies according to women.^'f But what 
end could the genealogies' then answer? If 
Jesus was the son of Mary only, the pedigree 
of Joseph is of no use. They might as well 
have inserted the gtettealogy of Alexander the 
Great. Mr. T. says, that when Christ was prCf 

* Hist. lib: i. c^p. 7, p. 23, 25. 
f In. Matt.: cap.'i. Opera Vd. vi. p. 1. 
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tetkieA ki ^e temple^ ^he tian^ of ^ifosepti wai 
entered dn tiie re^tsler tts his faittier^ by xhm 
priest, who knew nottiing of hk mitaeuioiif 
c(rfioe|fti6i!i. But th4;fi liow came Matthew and 
lAike^ wbo, aceofding to die fipniriaus aecauruts 
4iitaclied to Ihcar geimitie gospels, were not 
fgnvratUxK it, <to oepy tbii^ ftdse pedigree, tn 
perpetuate trbe'^foffsoid to impose ^iipoii their 
readers: for an imposition it certainly lis, if 
Joseph was tiot- bis ^her ? Mr. T, B»ys, p. 
49, '^tbal when the Evangelbts ^eak in .4he 
geiiealogies of* Jovseph ^id Aesiis^ th^f pfirtmi»- 
Jarij vary in their Lan^nage, andilhat >tfcb t^a^ 
?iation can never^be^aoeountedftiT, but^bifi the 
-ground of our Lord^s ;iniraeulous eonoeption/' 
3atwb^t is Tntendiedby^thesegeites[k>gies, is^it 
pot to prove that J^iseph wHs descended tirom 
David? And if so, the husband of the mo- 
ther must certainly be the father of her son.— 
But says Mr. T. p. 44, " Our blessed Redeemer 
was the son of Mary as a virgin^ who was af- 
terwards married., to Joseph, ?"d this manner 
of speaking is perfectly according to that of 
the Jewish law. ♦The man to whom she is be- 
trothed is called her husband.^* But why has 
he overlooked another Jeniib'h laW, recorded in 
the same chapter, Deut, xxii. 20, 21, .wbere it 
is said, that if a damsel is betrothed to a hus^ 
band, anfl' when' Ih^^^towe' together the hus- 
band i^y, ^^ i came toJier and ^gpodkI her nota 
^Ra»id,^^'and ^^ if this thing be trae, Iben ishedl 
th^y bring the damsfel : to the doer of her&i- 
ib^r^s^ulRE^, andc ^ttiti^ her till she die/^ ;Thls 
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law was violated in the case of Mary; and is it 
consistent with the character of a just God, t6 
establish laws, aiid not abide by them himself? 
God forbid' that we should think so ! And we 
may rest assured, if this fabulous account of 
Mary^s situation before marriage, had been 
<rue, it would, some way or other, have come 
to the knowledge of the Jewish rulers, and she 
punished. 

I do not, therefore, hesitate a moment, to say, 
that there is a glaring inconsistency, between 
the genealogies and the account the impostors 
intended them to establish. The genealogies, 
by whoever written, coincide with the expec- 
tations of the Jews and the predictions of their 
prophets, that Jesus Christ was to be the son of 
# inap, apd Joseph was the person. 

Ymrs^ 6fc, 



LETTER IV. 

In very early times the supporters of the mi« 
raculous conception, became a^are of the dis- 
agreement of that doctrine with the expecta- 
tions of the Jews, and the fulfilment of their 
prophecies ; and its contradiction to the plain 
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declarations of Jesus himself. And as the 
leading doctrines of modem orthodoxy, are 
evidently contrary to those revealed in the gois^ 
pel of Jesus Christ, it is natural for us to have 
recourse to the pages of Ecclesiastical History, 
in order to ascertain the time when they first 
became prevalent. 

It was not until the Council of Nice, assem* 
bled A. D. 325, for the condemnation of the 
Arian heresy, that the triumph of orthodoxy 
became complete. Thc/advocates for the pure 
doctrines of Christianity had made a noble 
struggle ; but they were overpowered by num^ 
bers, and ^silenced by authority : for Constan- 
tine, who was then invested with the Roman 
purple, sidedVith th^ triumphant t>drty, and 
the christian world, has now for near fifteen 
centuries, bestowed implicit faith in the deter- 
mination of a n^f^ority of a few biggotted and 
wrangling bishops, on a subject which claims 
the persona/ attention and examination of every 
man. ** Thus,^^ as Mr. Gibbon says, " the 
prerogatives of the King of Heaven, were 
settled, changed, and modified, in the cabinet 
of an eartblj monarch."* Very great opposi* 
tion was made in this council to the establish- 
ment of the Trinity; a word, as well as a 
doctrine, until then almost unknown: and 
the christian World at large, which before firm- 
ly believed in the supremacy and unity of ons 
God, was awed, by the power of an emperor, 
to the admission of three distinct and infinite 

♦ Decline and Fall, vol. iii. p. 345. 
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fDinds ; three co-equal and co-eternal beings, 
composmg tbe divine essence* The Son and 
^e Holy Spirit were then, for the first tUnOf 
^exalted, by human vote, to tbe tfai-one ot Di- 
^Tinity ; and tbe foundation was liiid\ipon wliicb 
mH» built, in after times^ that anti^logical 
structure of the Athen^sian creeds a composi-' 
tkin containing as many direct contradictions, 
as poi^sibiy could have been made in so little 
compass. We trace this source of the carrup<> 
tion of Christianity through its variouswiadings, 
tmtil we come to the year 431, and ^^ this be** 
ieg an age in which great compliment^ were 
fnaid to the Virgin Mary, among other appel-^ 
lations, it became customary to call her the 
miotherofGi>d, and this was a favorite teriQ 
*w4th the followers of Apollinarius. This phrase-' 
Cflogy Nestorius, who had distinguished hina- 
^elf by his opposition to tbeyfepollinarians, de- 
clared to be improper, and said it was sufficient 
to call her the mother of Chrut. To justify 
Ihis, he was led to assert, that there are two 
distinct 7iatur£s in Christ, the divine and the 
jiuman, and that Mary wai^ the mother of the 
latter only/** But a Council .was held at 
£phesus in 431, by the order of Theodosius 
Ihe Younger, where Nestoiius was condemned 
unheard. But his doctrine has survived bim. 
*' In this "factious manner was the great doc- 
trine of the hypostatical anion of the two na-* 
teres. in K>hrist (which has ever since been the 

* Corrup, of Christianity, vol. i, p. loa. 
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doctrine of what is called the catholic church) 
established/** 

Here then we are arrived at the foundation 
of this error ; this strong-hold to which mcdern 
Oihodoxy flies to defend . itself. Mr, ^Alliott 
and Mr. Taylor would have their readers be- 
lieve, that Christ was possessed of two natures, 
the one human, the other divine ; or to use the 
evangelical shiboleth, that he was very God and 
very man. But what are their arguments in sup- 
port of a declaration so contradictory to every 
known law of nature? the belief must, most as- 
suredly, be accompanied by very strong proofs : 
but they have brought none forward. They 
cannot. It has no foundation either in revela* 
tion or reason. Away then with such unintelli« 
gible jargon ! Away with the darkness of mys- 
teries, and the fooleries of human creeds, and 
let us embrace the pure, simple and God-like 
doctrines of the gospel of Jesus Christ. He has 
declared himself to be " the son of man.^* Mr. 
T. asks me, " whether 1 can prove, that having 
an immediate human father is essential to his 
being the son of man ?^' I declare it, as my 
opinion, that it is essential ; and, besides, 1 am 
of opinion, that nothing but the desire to re- 
concile absurd contradictions, could have in- 
duced him to put such a question to me. It is 
not necessary to prove what is self-evident; and 
it is impossible for us, according to our ideas 
of sonship, to reconcile the contradiction of 

F 

♦ /^ii,* Page 104. 
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h^ing 9pd ^Qt being tbe 9on of man. Our Sa- 
viour must have known this ; and if he had not 
been the i^n qf man in the universally received 
iftensi^ of the vFord^, he would, on some pqca« 
s&ott o^ oth^r, have explained himself. He calls 
himself the §9"^ pf V^^^ above forty timea.-^ 
But, says ^Ir. T. ^^ cap he fi|i4 no diiferenco 
between the cominon scripture phrase, son of 
f»an,.and a son of man, or son of a man/' If 
he has found a dlfiereQce) 1¥hy does he not de* 
clare it ? I can fiiod none, either in the Greek 
article, or in the sen§i^ of the common scrip-^ 
ture phrase. Indeed the latter is uniform in 
pointing tl^e ^|i of a man. The Lord addresses, 
Ea^kiel viii. ^8, 17.— '5^xi- 6, by the same ap- 
pellation; and it is u$^d in the same manner in 
many other places in $criptur?, where there 
<^aiinot be th^ least doubt but Q man^ the son of 
a man is memt. That his being the. son of 
a mau, is re</0ncileable with bis being the Son 
of God» I have amply proyed in Letter ?.-^ 
Thus w^ see then, that the hypostatical union, 
that is, fhe union of a hui;nan, ^nd a divine na* 
ture in the pers0ti of Christ, is a mere meta- 
physical subtility, which orthodoxy has invent- 
ed, tp support its own unfounded tenets ; and 
I neecl but appeal to the atteotiy^ regid^i: of 
$^npture for its erroneousness.* 



♦It is curioys to observe, how the advocates of this mys*- 
iierious union, ^ over that passage in Mark xiii* 32.—- 
Jesus being asked when the destruction of Jerusalem Woul^ 
take place, says, ** But of that day or hour, none knoweth ; 
no not the angels tha| ^e i|^ beaviei^y n ok the Son." H 
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I h^c said, irt itiy Sefmon, p. 13, that thtf 
doctrine of the miraculous conception '^ ii§ con- 
trary to the express language of our Lord and 
his disciples.^ Mr. A. says, that I have quotei2 
but one expression of Christ's, and not one of 
of his disciples, to prove tny '^ gratuitous af- 
firmation/* To the expre^siort of Christ he 
thinks that he has ^ sutficiently replied/' Biit 
/ thii^, that his thonghtii were i^ther too. san^ 
guine ; and that^ by a reference to the preceed- 
ing pages, his reply will not be found so all- 
sufficient as he imagined it to he. Ite, as I 
hshre before observed, has laid the foundation 
6f his evangelical philippic upon the sand. To 
deny the miraculous conception is, with him, 
equivalent, to denying that Je^us was the Son- 
of God ; but, strange as it may appear to him, 
I most firmly believe, that Jesus is the Son of 
God ; and yet, for want of evidence, disbelieve 
in the miraculous conception : — and I have am- 
ply proved, the consistency of his appisopriat- 
ing to himself the title of Son of Goi though 
brought to existence through the inst'Nmienta- 
lity of a human father; and, as he has founded 
his arguments on the supposition that I denied 
— — * ■■ ■ ■■ ■ • . I — ^ 

Christ had been God he must have known it. But say the 
orthodox, as a human being he was ignorant of it, but not 
as God! " This equivocation in our Saviour," (says an 
ingenious writer) " if it were really the case with him, 
would be like a man who looking at another, shuts c»ie of 
fais eyes, and declares that he does not see him ; and then, 
in way of vindication, says^ I did pot see him with both 
my eyes 1'* 
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him the appellation of Son of God, although 
he had a human father ; my granting that, vi\\\ 
reduce his reasoning to nothing. But that I 
have^" not made a single reference to the lan- 
guage of the disciples, is a false assertion ; un- 
less he denies Matthew and John to be of the 
number. The Evangelists continually style our 
Saviour, " the son of man.^^ Paul, in many 
places in his different Epistles, calls him a man 
in the most direct terms. " For there is one 
GrOD, and one Mediator also between God and 
men, the majn Christ Jesus,^' 1 Tim. ii. 5. 
Peter calls him, ^^ Jesus of Nazareth, a man 
sent from God,^* Acts ii. 22. The writer of the 
Epistle to the Hebrews, ii. 17, says, " in all 
things it behoved him to be made like unto his 
hrethren.^^ It' is, however, needless to crowd 
my page with quotations of passages like these, 
for they may be met with in almost every chap- 
ter of the New Testament. 

1 have, in my Sermon, brought on the testi- 
mony of the men of the age in which Jesus 
lived, ^dlevidence of his proper humanity ; and 
certainly, none better could be produced, than 
that of persons by whom he was so well known. 
Their enmity towards him arose from political 
motives. It was because, that he, who was so 
well known to them to be the son of a poor 
carpenter, and who no doubt had often been 
the companion of their daily labors, should 
presume to appropriate to himself the distin- 
guished title of their promised Messiah. It 
was the convincing and unquestionable evi- 
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dencc of his right to it, visible in the mighty 
works that he performed, that first gave rise to 
that jealousy and envy in their breasts, which * 
brought about the great and benevolent plan 
of Providence, for the salvation of the human 
race. And because I have brought forth their 
testimony, Mr. A. charges me with a coalition 
with the personal eneniies of Christ against 
Christianity ; and breaks out in such a strain of 
scurrilous invective, as would disgrace my page 
even by a quotation — ho^^^ver, it is a good 
sample of orthodox logic, and of evangelical 
charity. Mr. T. and Mr. A. not being able to 
deily, that the coteniporaries of our Saviour 
thought him to be a man like themselves, wise- 
ly endeavour to depreciate their testimony, and 
attempt to account for their entertaining so he- 
terodox an opinion. Mr. T. says, " it was evi- 
dently improper for them, at that time^ to be 
informed of it.^' But if the account given of our 
Saviour's birth, in the spurious, chapters at- 
tached to tiie gospels of Matthew and Luke, be 
true, it was impossible for it not to hft known. 
Joseph and Mary were not the only persons in 
the secret.^ It was kno\vn to Elizabeth, Zach« 
arias, and John the Baptist. It was known to 
the shepherds. It was revealed to the magici- 
ans, who came from the East ; they communi- 
cated what they knew of him to Herod, and 
to the inhabitants of Jerusalem. For it is said, 
Matt. ii. 3, " when king Herod heard these 
things, he was disturbed, and all Jerusalem 
with him.'^ If, then, it was known to so many 
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thousands as cotnposed the population of Je- 
rtisaleni, is it Hkely that such surprising news 
i4iould never have reached Nazareth, which vras 
MM; more than a day^s journey distant? If 
true, it most bav^ been known there ; and the 
•* ignorance*^ (as Mr. T. terms it) which the 
t9#nsmen of Jesus expose, arose not from the 
want of the intelligence of such a miraculoui^ 
ev^nt, but from its never having existed, its 
fi^er having been wrcfttght ! Upon this ground, 
f think, that the eKpr^is^otis of the men of 
I^eareth is a convincing argument against the 
iniraculous conception. 

Mr. A. says, p. 10, " Without some miracu- 
lous introdtiction into the world, they (the 
Jews) could not beKet^c him to be their Mes- 
siah. If it be asked, why they were not told 
of his extraordinary conception ? The answei' 
is ready. They did not believe him, notwith- 
standing his mighty works ; neither would they 
have believed that he was, in this remarkable 
iVay, the Son of God.^' This is a most curious 
passage. Let us examine it. First it is assert- 
ed, that a miraculous conception was nedessary 
to constitute the Jewish Messiah. It has been 
]>roved otherwise. In the second place, it is 
granted, that though Jesus was thus miracu- 
lously born, on purpose to answer the expecta- 
tion of the Jews concerning their Messiah ; — 
though he coidd support the credibility of this 
extraordinary birth, by incontestible evidence ; 
-^^•amd though this was the grand requisite to his 
stertaining the Mjsssiafa's character, and the 
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strongest argument in support <>f bis right t^ 
it ; yet that this w^ n^ver made knowa duHof 
his ministry, becm^e the Jews would riot iffi^ 
iieve it ! If this was truly the case, what fmrr 
ther evidence need we to justify u§ in prdnouac* 
ing it, a cunningly-devised fable ? If the tes;^ 
timony delivered personally by Jesus and hm 
brethren, was insufljcient to convince the Jew^ 
of his own time, of an event that passed withiQi 
their own knowledge, and in their own neigh^ 
bourhood; how can it be expected that wf 
should believe it, ^pon the testimony of a mostl; 
suspicious and contradictory account, after tbf 
lapse of nearly eighteen hundred years? 

Mr. T. p. 52, when pn this point, says, that 
I have committed '• a strange inadvertence/' 
He saysf, that I have asserted, " pf the miracu^ 
louf; conception there could he no witnesf| 
which all will acl^nowledge , smd yet I say such 
an event must bsive been known to his neighn 
bpurs/^ Bat so far from being guilty of an 
inadvertence, it is himself that has committed 
one, by confounding the meaning of words.— • 
I have said, that of the fact of the miraculous 
epnception there could be no witness, but tht 
§vent must have been known to his neighbours^ 

That the nearest friends of Jesus fpr a lonjg^ 
while doubted bis claim to the Messiahship; 
I have brought on a^s an argument in my ^eir- 
mon. against the miraculous conception* Mjt. 
4* allows, '* that his brethren did not at first 
Irelieve in him ; but with respect to his mother,*^ 
Wsays, " ther^ is not a. shadow <>f an evidenw 
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of her unbelief, in the whole New Testament.'^ 
Let us examine then, perhaps we may find not 
only the shadow, but ihe substance^ of an evi- 
dence. I have before, in my Sermon, argued 
from the spurious chapters, in order to shew 
what contradictory accounts they give; this 
Mr. T. notices with a sneer, no doubt having 
a dislike to being attacked on his own ground. 
But I will have recourse to the same method in 
the case before me. It is said, Luke ii. 46, 
that '' when the parents of Jesus found him in 
the temple, sitting in the midst of the Teachers, 
both hearing and asking them questions,^ they 
were amazed: ^^ and when he made them an 
answer, intimating, that he must prepare him- 
self for the work of his future ministry, " they 
understood not the thing which he spake unto 
them.^^ Here then, I think, there is more than 
a shadow of an evidence of his mother's igno- 
rance, that her son was to be the Messiah ; for, 
if it had been revealed to her by an angel, as 
is related in the beginning of this very chap- 
ter, she would neither have been amazed at his 
appearance among the learned Jews, nor have 
been unable to comprehend an answer, which ^ 
so plainly pointed at his future office. But 
leaving the impracticable task of harmonizing 
the dissonance 'of these spurious chapters, I 
shall pass on to more authentic documents, 
which will clearly settle the point. In Mark 
iii. 20, it is recorded, that when Jesus and his 
disciples had got intd a house to eat bread, and 
the press of the multitude preventing them ; 
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*^ when his friends heard of it, thej went out 
(of their own house) to lay hold of him ;— 
ibr they said, he is beside hiinself/^ In the 
3l6tv verse we are informed, i^ho these friends 
were. ^^ His brethren* therefore and his mother 
eame ; and standing without, they sent unto 
him (calling him)/^ Mis mother, it^appearst 
amongst the rest, thought him mad or insane. 
-^What could induce her to entertain^ such 
thoughts, but that her son, poor and illiterate 
as he was, was doing and saying such things, as 
implied that he was the Messiah } She seems, 
then, to think her son mad for claiming a dig- 
nity, which an angel had told her many years 
before, he was born to aspire to, and to attain ! 
" While Mr. D:' says Mr. A. "shews against 
some christians on the the testimony of unbe- 
lievers, that we ought not to deem Christ, what 
he proposed (himself) to be, the Son of God ; 
1 should like to hear how he will shew against 
some Deists, who, on the same testimony, de- 
ny his divine mission altogether — ^that he was 
not, as these ya2;onV^ witnesses of his called him, 
a deceiver.^^ Without noticing the illiberality, 
or the false assertion, contained in this sentence, 
I refer him to the perusal of these pages, as a 
specimen of my capabiKty to defend the sacred 
truths of reli^on ; assuring him, that in what- 
soever light my efforts for tkat end, are viewed 
by my feUow-men> as they are guided by sin- 
cerity, I have no fear, but that they will meet 
the aj^NTobation of my God. But on his ground 

G 
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it will be impossible to defend Christianity) 
against the keen attacks of infidels. It is this 
fabulous account, of the birth of the founder 
of the christian system, that has made them so 
eloquent in their censures against it. What 
true friend to the christian, the best of reli- 
gions, can read without a sigh the objections 
of men, who was it not for the account of the 
miraculous conception, would be an ornament 
to the profession of it; and who would not wil- 
lingly lend bis heart and hand to promote the 
cause of God and man, by divesting it of so 
unnecessary, and so disadvantageous an ap- 
pendage ? 

Yours, Sfc. 



LETTER V- 

Sir, 

That the canon of the New Testament, in 
its present state, is interpolated, no one who 
has critically studied it can well deny. Indeed 
it could not be otherwise. For centuries, the 
parts which constitute it were scattered over 
the christian world in detached manuscripts ; 
and it has been found impossible to determine 
at what time it was settled, or when the books 
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which ^are now generally received by christians 
as canonical ; that is, as the genuine writings 
of their reputed authors, were admitted as <^ 
sacred authority into christian churches. Th^ 
genuineness df some of the books which now 
compose it, has never been fully proved ; and 
it is by the internal evidence which they conr 
tain, that they are thought to be authentic, and 
very justly hold their rank among tho&e which 
are not doubted. 

Without mentioning a long list of learned 
men of the first ages, who from their rejection 
of some of the books which make up the New 
Testament, were accounted heretics; I will 
only mention that Calvin, the grea,t father and 
founder of the present orthodox church, was 
not very firm in the faith in this respect: for 
he ^\ hs^d a very mean opinion, and doubted the 
canonical authority of the book of revelations/' 
Mr, Jeremiah Jones, in \\\^ valuable wprk on 
the canon,says, * " the nuo^lfer of books whiqli 
claim admission (into the canon of the church) 
are very considerable. .|VIr. Tolaud, in his ce- 
lebrated catalogue, has presented us with the 
names of above eighty, which he would haye 
us receive with the same authority, as tho^e we 
now do;'^ and that '* there are many more of 
the same sort, which he has not mentioned ; — 
their pretences are specious and plausible ; for 
the most part going undei^ the name of our Sa- 
viour himself, his apostles, their companion^, 
,or immediate successors/^ 

♦Vol.i. p. 4. 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



44 Letters on the Miraculous Conception. 

1 have cited these passages to shew, that to 
pass spurious for genuine writings, was not so 
dilficuh a thing, as Mr. A. would have hisr 
readers believe it. If it was not ** one of the 
easiest/' it was not one of the most difficult, 
^* things in the world, to add a few chapters to 
any work already published, and to impose 
them on the world, as parts of the original 
publication/' We find, that not only were 
"parts,'' but that whole books, were publish-^ 
ed in the first ages of Christianity, as the genu- 
ine and autbeniic works of Christ and his fol- 
lowers, which are long a^ proved to be spurious. 

Mr. A. asks me, ** whether I ever knewtif 
any such attempt havilig been made with tole- 
rable success?" Let the existence, and the 
degree of credit attached by many, to the gos- 
pels oi the infancy of Jesus, of Mary; of Tho- 
mas; of the gospel and acts of Peter; and many 
more which might be mentioned, which were 
once received as inspired writings, answer his 
question ; and make him more cautious in fu* 
ture, than to risk a discovery of his ignorance 
of Ecclesiastical History by sueh questions.-^ 
And surely, this gentleman discovers no little 
want of general historical knowledge, when he 
talks of the equal possibility of making spu- 
rious pass for genuine scriptures, at this day, as 
in the first ages of Christianity, When the New 
Testament was written, and these spurious 
writings imposed upon mankind, books were 
but few, and, confined to the libraries of the 
rich ; — ^the art of printing was not known until 
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fourteen centuries after; — and manuscripts, 
from the time and labour required in complete* 
ing them, were in the poi^ehsion but of few. 
The mode of diffusing^ knowledge from the 
press, which we in the present age happily pos- 
sess, was then unknown ;-— and the information 
of the multitude, was derived from the cooim 
munications of a few learned, and too often in- 
terested individuals. How easy was it then, 
when learning was in this. state, to add to, or 
to interpolate, a book ; and what argument 
against the possibility of it, can be drawn, from 
thfe improbability of the success of such an aU 
tempt in the present enlightened age ? Mr. A. 
wishes I had given a catalogue of what I deem 
interpolations; — to comply with this wish, ( 
should not have the least objection, if it had 
belonged to my subject. They are neither 
many, nor important ;^ and I assure him, that 

' ♦ But to thij I must make one exception, that of tb« 
celebrated passage, 1 John v. 7, the foundation of chris-^ 
tian idolatry, "For there are three that bear record in hea- 
ven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost; and these 
three are one." " This text," say the Editors of the Im- 
proved Version of the New Testament, ** concerning the 
heavenly witnesses, is not contained in any Greek manu- 
script which was written earlier than the fifteenth century. 
2. Nor in any Latiti manuscript earlier than the ninth cen- 
tury. 3. It is not found in any of the ancient versio^. 
4. It is not cited by any of the Greek ecclesiastical writers, 
though, to prove the doctrine of the Trinity, they have 
cited the words before and after this text. 5. It is not 
cited by any of the early Latin Fathers, even when the 
«ubject upon which they treat, would naturally have led 
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lam neither aff raid nor ashamed " to open ray- 
mind fully on this subject/^ But he is not 
confined to a wish upon this point, he imperi* 
Q^sly calls upon me " to st^te the^parts of the 
New Testament which I deny the credibility of, 
and the reasons which induce me to do so." — 
In this passage may be perceived a latent spark 
of that perseduting flame, which once fired the 
bosom of John Calvin,* and which brought Ser- 
vetus* to the stake. By what authority does 



Aem to appeal to its authority. 6. It is first cited by Vi- 
gilius Tapsensis, a-Latin writer of no credit, in the latter 
cttd of the fifth cetituxy» and by him, it is suspected, to 
}}zvt been forged. .7^ It has been omitted as spurious, in 
many editions of the New Testament since the Reforma- 
tion :—-in the two first of Erasmus, in those of Aldus, Co- 
Hnaeus; Zwnglius, and lately of Griesbach. 8. It is omit- 
ted by Luther in his German version. In the Old English 
Bibles of Henry yiii. E4ward vi. and Elizabeth, it was 
printed in stoall types, or included in brackets ; but be- 
tween the Years 1566 and 1580, it began to be printed as it 
nown stands;' by wbose authority is not known." 

* Michael Servctus, a Physician, was bom at Villanova 
in Arragon, in 1509. About the year 1539, while he was 
at Paris studying physic, he wrote a book against the Tri- 
nity. This treatise so incensed Calvin against him, that he 
was determined- to procure his death. This diabolical pur- 
pose he put into execution in 1553 ; when he had him ar- 
rested at Geneva, and after suffering the greatest depriva- 
tions and miseries of a prison, he underwent a mock trial; 
where Calvin was his accuser, and by^his influence, he was 
sentenced to be burnt alive ! This sentence was executed 
with the utmost cruelty, on the 27th of October, in the 
same year, " Such," says a writer, " was the end of the 
memorable Michael Servetus, one of the most learned and 
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he thus peremptorily call ni^ .to his bar?rr- 
' Though England has heard of sin Inquisition, 
yet will it not dread its powers, till men wh(> 
possess the spirit discovered in this command, 
have overturned a truly learned and liberal 
establishment, and have succeeded to its autho- 
rity. Mr. A: wishes for a list of those eminent 
men, of other parties be^es my own, who join 
me in considering somi passages as spurious.-r- 
Will the names of the archbishops Newcome 
' and Pierce; and a Hammond, a Michaelis, a 
Griesbach, &c. satisfy him? if not, let him 
peruse many other Theological writers. But 
to give the names of those eminent men not of 
my own party, who agree with me, in consider- 
ing the chapters in Matt- and Luke as spurious, 
would indeed be a task ; 1 am not versed in ^he 
magic art of reconciling self-evident contradic- 
tions; and must therefore leave it to him, 
whose orthodox logic can makc^ three one, and 
one three, to point out the way in which one 
isj and is not of tfie same opinion with another 
on the same subject.^ 

Though Mr. T. has been pretty copious in 
his quotations, against interpolations; or ra- 
ther for the sufficiency of the present transla- 
tion of the scriptures ; yet I have the misfor- 
tune to remain in the same opinion : or in his 



most conscientious men of that, or perl^aps of any other 
age; who fell a victim to the resentment and malice of 
Calvin ! No wonder the slaves of bigotry and intolerance 
are 3tiU so numerous among his followers and admirers."; 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Letters on the* MiftOfulhus Conception. 



own'Words, to be stiil *^ entangled in tlm^snare 
of the devil ;^' and ^^ to be taken' captive by 
him at his will V^ And I rejoice to iiud oat, 
that ^' the snare of the dcTii^' is nothing moi^ 
than, clear evidence; and that the spell by 
which h^captivateB us, is no other, than sound 
arguments. But leaving such misapplication 
of scripture ; the point at issue between u& shall 
be examined. 

In proof of the spuriousnessof the first chap- 
ters ot' Matthew, 1 have pointed out the mis- 
application of (he prophecy recorded' ia^ the 
vii. ot I^aiak ^ As^ this^ is the- main prop of tl^ 
miraculous conception ; 1 thought that my de- 
claration c^ its misapplication, by the pretend- 
ed Matthiew, woukt bring upon me the utmost 
disapprobation of my orthodox brethren: and 
the event has answered my expectations; Mr. 
il. and Mr. T. never seem at a loiss : — in tbe 
absence of sound argument, they, at least, can 
have recourse to their vocabulary of hard names, 
and opprobrious terms, and deal them about 
with no sparing hand. Thus, if they happen to 
stumble upon an argument which they cannot 
get over, it is sufficient to say, that it is ^^ push- 
ii^g the old infidel ohjectiony which has been 
answered an hundred times ;'' and that it is die-- 
tated " in the spirit,*^ and expressed ** nearly 
in the language of professed deists/' These 
gentlemen well know, that this kind of logic 
is better calculated, to convince the class of 
readers for which they write, than the clearest 
reasonings. Forwho will believe an infidel or 
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a keretie, wbeo he presumes to contradict 
these evangelical g^tleaien, but those who are ' 
guided by ear ir^l reason ? 

Mr. A. says p. 32, " that the prc^hecy iu 
Isaiah yii. 14, referred impart to an event which 
took place within a fe^ years after its delive- 
ly, is sufliciently evident: but it is equally 
clear, that it did not obtain, at that time ^fiUl 
accomplishment, no account being given of 
the birth of that extraordinary child. ^' Error 
18 never without its evasions; and the orthodox 
conscious of the impossibility, of denying the 
^misapplication of this, and otlier prophecies, 
have invented a way to get over the inconsis^ 
tency. They assert that the prophecies of the 
Old Testament, have a double sense, and that 
they have a view to the accomplishment? of 
more than one eveut. But if they have a secon- 
dary sense^ why not a third, a fourth and so 
OQ, ad infinitum, ^till at last,, they may be 
said to be applicable to apy event, which may 
bear a resemblance to the prediction. Andis ^ 
it not evident, that by this accommodation, 
they become no prophecies at all ; but, like 
the Iteathen oracles, their sense must be deter* 
mined by fortuitous, circumstances? The 
prophecies of the Old Testament differ from 
these: — they have the accomplishment but o/* 
ene object in view ; and that thej- have a dou-' 
ble sense y is the in vent ion of eiror to serv-e its 
own cause. That there are passages capable 
of being applied to the Messiah, i>o one will 

H 
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deny; but a passage only capable of being 
accommodated to him, is not, by any meaiis, 
a prediction of him. Mr. A. owns, that the 
primary sense of the passage in Isaiah, ha& re- 
ference to " an event, ^hich took place, within 
a few years after :" — it was impossible for him 
to deny it ; — and it is equally impossible to 
suppose, that it had a secondary sense, that of 
the birth of Jesus Christ. But mark into what 
inconsistency this author is led, by contending 
for a secondary application of the prophecy. 
He says, that the primary sense has reference, 
to a child born hy means of a human father ; 
but the secondary, to one born withoiU a hu- 
man father — how ridiculous ! He says again, 
that it " did not at that time obtain a /w// ac- 
complishment, becauseaio account is given of 
the birth of that extraordinary child, whose 
name was to be called Immanuel.^^ The des- 
cription of Isaiah's own child, in the next chap- 
ter, agrees so exactly with the prophecy, that 
there can be no doubt, but that he was the 
child spoken of. And the event having taken 
place, (by Mr. Alliott\s confession) of which 
the birth of this child was to be a sign, is a 
convincing proof, that the child was born ; and 
involves Mr. A. in self-contradiction. 

As Mr. A, h^s quoted bishop Lowth on this 
point, I will also quote an author in answer to 
him :■ — " 1 cannot dismiss this subject, without 
observing what bishop Lowth advances on chap, 
vii. 14 — 16, in order to shew this prophecy, 
besides its literal meaning, to have a reference 
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to Christ, is not of so much weight with me as 
with his lordship. The introduction of it is 
not, perhaps, more solemn than the occasion 
required, even on the supposition, that a deli- 
verance from present dangers only is suggested. 
The hearts of Ahaz and his people were moved, 
as the trees of the wood are m^oved with the 
wind ; they were seized with the greatest con- 
sternation, when they thought the ruin of the 
House of David inevitable,' Nor/ is the intro- 
duction more solemn, than that of the predic- 
tion concerning Maher-shalal-hash-baz ; whose 
name was written on a great roll, and two 
faithful witnesses taken to record it, chap. viii. 
1, 2. * The sign,^ says the bishop, ' is selected 
and given by God himself;' but this is fre- 
quently the case ; as in the choice of the rain- 
bow. Gen. ix. 12. ' It was given after Ahaz 
had rejected the offer of any sign of his own 
cboosing, out of the whole compass of nature.^ 
Ahaz's rejection of the offer is a proof of bis 
xown consternation, rather than of the tran- 
*scendent importance of the sign God had 
vouchsafed him. And if the Almighty, not- 
withstanding his refusal, urged him to accept a 
token, how does this imply, that the sign so 
circumstanced, related to any thing more than 
present consolation ? Nor can 1 perceive, that 
the terms of the prophecy, when separated 
from the ideas our prepossessions have annexed 
to them, are so peculiar as to raise hopes far 
beyond the present occasion. They are, ' be- 
hold a certain young woman is with child, and 
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shall bring forth a son/ &c. We are scarce in- 
deed able to read this passage, without the rerj 
peculiar idea of, 

\ A virgin mother, and 4n infant God :' 
yet these ideas cannot be said to arise from the 
sacred text. Nor is the name of the child more 
expressive, nor does the whole description, as 
far as 1 can see, contain more in it than the 
birth of a common (symbolical) child required 
or admitted. As to Immanuel's being treated 
as the lord or prince of Judab, if the proper 
name be taken in the vocative case, the term 
land (arats) will rather signify native country^ 
than kingdom or domain ; and cj^n hardly im- 
ply, that Immanuel would be a ruler in Israel. 
The bishop tells us, that Micah, Mtr. 3, obvi- 
ously and plainly refers to some known pro- 
phecy concerning a woman to bring forth & 
child. I grant it. But there is another pre- 
diction concerning the birth of a son, upon 
whose shoulder government lyas to be placed, 
ix. 6, which seenis much more easily referred 
to what Micah says of a woman, travailing 
and bringing forth, one who was to be a ruler 
in Israel. And why his lordship should imagine 
Micah's words, more properly applicable to 
vii. 14, \iii. 8, than to ix. 6, of Isaiah, I am 
unable to comprehend.**' 

Yours^ Sfc. 
♦ Thco. Repos. vol. y^ p. 5f4» 
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LETTEE VI. 

Sir, 

Mr. Taylor seems to differ from Mr. AlUoti 
in his criticism, on jthe prophecy of Is. vii. 14, as 
he'does not appear to allow it to have been ful- 
filled even in part : but '' that it was evidently 
designed, as some other passages are, to com- 
fort the Jews, by the assurance that God in- 
tended, at some future time, to raise up a glo- 
rious person among them ; and that until this 
future time, they should continue a people, 
though their enemies shold be ever so numerous 
or powerful.^' But Aha:^ and his people, were 
at that time very much alarmed, at the prospect 
of an invasion by^ the kings of Syria and Sa- 
maria ; how then could an event, which was 
not to take place until the lapse of more than 
seven hundred years after, be a sign to them 
that they should conquer their enemies ? What 
*' comfort" could it afford the Jews of that age, 
that " at some future time,'* a glorious person 
should be raised up among them ? It was the 
event that was to be future, not the sign that 
was given as a pledge for the certainty of the 
accomplishment of it. Mr. T. inverts the or- 
der,^ and makes the event take place first, and 
then the sign, which ought to have pri^ceded 
and presignified it. it is impossible that this 
propbecji can bav€ respect to the birth of Jesw 
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Christ of the Virgin Mary ; for his birth could 
not have been a sign to Ahaz and his people, 
that Rezin and Pekah would fail in their pro- 
jects : and the prophecy is limitted by the con- 
text to the failure of the two kings, and the 
destruction of Ephraim. These two kings were 
destroyed— the child, therefore, whose birth is 
here given as a sign of that destruction, must 
have been born before they were destroyed — 
Jesus Christ was not born until more than 700 
years after, consequently he could not have 
been the object of the prophecy. 

ThiB miraculousness of the event predicted 
in this prophecy, is entirely dependent on the 
translation of the Hebrew word (olma) ; in our 
present version rendered a virgin. 1 have stated 
in my Sermon, that it might, with more pro- 
priety, be rendered a young woman. This Mr. 
T. who according to his motto was to " speak 
the truth in love,*' is compelled to contradict ; 
and though he says, that '* contradiction is very ' 
unpleasant work'^ to him, it does not appear 
to be so in reality, else he would not so often 
have recourse to^ it, without proper grounds for 
so doing. But since he wishes, and I am " abW 
to produce evidence in favor of this assertioii, 
1 will do it. 

Mr. A. says, p. 25, that he " cannot find 
any place, where the word is used, in which 
virginity does not seem to be implied /^ and to 
support this, he brings on the testimonies of 
Stockius and Buxtorf. What the former of 
these 'says, has reference to the derivation of 
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the word only, ari4 is of no weight on the pre- 
sent point. For it appears from Harmer'^ Obs. 
ii. 403, that all women are equally secluded in 
the East ;, and Parkhurst says, that " the un- 
married youth of both sexes anciently lived, in 
eastern countries, in a concealed retired state/* 
But what his motive was in bringing on Bux- 
torf, to support the meaning he is pleased to 
give the word, I am at a loss to guess. Does he 
wish to impose upon those who are unacquaint* 
ed with the Latin and Hebrew languages; or is 
he ignorant of them himself? Cannot he see, 
that the two first senses given to the word by 
Buxtorf, (adolecentula, a young woman, and 
puella, a damsel) are against his rendering? But 
bis inadvertence, or whatever it is, is rendered 
more unpardonable, when we find that Buxtorf, 
under the very word which he quotes, says,* — 
"that theHebrewssay that thisnoun/^o/majdoes 
not necessarily signify a state of virginity, but 
means a young woman tactam as well as intac- 



*Haebrei nomen hoc olma, aetatis esse volunt, nonstatus 
virginei simpliciter, sed notare juvenculam tam tactam 
quam intactam. Extat autem solum in sequentibus locis. 
Gen. 24, 43. Exod. 2, 8. Psalm 68, 26. P©v. 30, 19.* 
Cant. 1. V. 3. et 6, 8. Jesa. 7, 14. Multi ndstrorum ibique 
Virgirtem incorruptam significare volunt: Judai duo 
loQa cxcipiunt Jcsaice et Proverbiorum ; ilium falso, hunq 
probaliter, ut et nostrorum nonulli, pro virgine corrupta, 
virginitatem tamen adhuc profitente, illic exponunt prop- 
ter comparationem cum uxore adultera, vers. 20, quae ma- 
rito fidem conjugalem occulte frangit," Buxstorf sub 
nomine. 
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tarn. And after noticing the places ^bere the 
word ifS to be found in the Oid Testament, he 
points out two places in which the Jews allege 
that a state of virginity is not meant. One of 
these is the passage in isaiah under considera- 
tion ; and the other is in Pro v. xxx. 19, where 
the word is properly translated a maid, in our 
version ; and, curious as it liiay appear, Mr. ^. 
in the face of this, quotes this text as one in 
which ** virginity is clearly implied ;^^ and Mr. 
T. has also brought this passage forward, to 
prove that the Hebrew word always signifies a 
virgin in the strictest sense, and that I am mis- 
taken. But let them consult that vense, and 
they will find, that the Jews are the best inter- 
preters of their own scriptures ; and that a vir- 
gin in the strict sense of the word, cannot be 
meant there, for it is used to signify an adul- 
terous woman. , 

*' All the orthodox fathers,*^ says Dr. Priest- 
ley, Theo. Repos. vol. iv. p. 300, " say that the 
word in Hebrew signifies a proper virgin ; but 
the Jews, and Symmachus the Ebionite, who 
were certainly better judges than the Greek or 
Latin fathers, say that it signifies a young wo- 
man t>nly. Iren^eus^ ^ys, that Theodosion of 
£)»hes<i6, aod Aquila of Ponttis, both Jewish 
proselites, translate it, a young woman ^ shall 
bear a child; and the Ebionites followed them, 
believing Jesus to be the son of Joseph/' — 
What does Mr. T. think of this — ^are these 
^* magisterial assertions without some evidence 

♦ L. iii, c, xxiv. p. 253. 
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of their pit>of ?'^ Is this souiid oriticisin, <Mr 
assertions '* without some evidence of their 
try til ?'^ And is it not very evident, that if it 
had not been for the misapplication of this 
prophecy, by the impostor ivho calls himself 
Matthew^ no one would ever have dreamt of 
mistranslating a passage; the true meaning of 
which is so obvious? As to what Mr. T. says 
* about the translation of the word in the Sep* 
tuagint, it was the duty of the translators t6 
accommodate their words to the original ; and, 
tiiereibre, they substitute parthenos tvhich is 
used in as indefinite a sense as the original word 
itself. Of this the impostor takes advantage^ 
and fixes its sense, in order to make it the tool 
of his imposture^ 

But says Mr. A. " where is the Wonder of a 
young married woman bearing a child ?^^— ^ 
Where has he ever found it spoken of, in the 
scriptures, as a wonderful things except in these 
spurious chapters ? The stress he lays on the 
introductory word '^ behold,'^ is ^itirely done 
away, when it is observed in the scriptures, in-* 
troducing subjects of bot little moment ; — but 
here it may be understood^as calling the atten*^ 
tion to a most important circumstance :*-*^r 
the deliverance of a whole nation, from the 
dread of two powerful enemies, must have been 
highly interesting to the Israelites. Tbe prophe- 
tic part of this prediction, is the ier of the child 
foretold ; ^^ a young woman sball conceive^' (dr 
is with childy for it may be translated ia the 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 




5S Letters on the Miraculous Conception. 

aaassaBssssBsasBxssssssssaBssBSBssasasssasssssassa^^ 

present tense) ^' and bear a son.^' '^ But a vir* 
gin conceiving,^ continues Mr. A. ^^ is an event 
worthy of observation i^ indeed it would be so; 
and require a iaith that could swallow moun* 
tains ; and evidence better supported than this 
impostor gives us, to believe it. But sajs'he 
again, it was a *' muracle/' By the power of 
that word, 1 suppose he thinks, that he has pre- 
sented a barrier insurmountable to human rea* 
son; and that its sound, like some wonderfuL 
talisman, will blind our understanding to the 
misapplication he has made of it. He sup- 
poses, that by dignifying an event, at which 
reason revolts, with the name of miracle^ he 
has made sure of a belief of it. However, our 
faith is not quite so implicit ; we will dare to 
examine for ourselves. 

When I say, that the miraculous conception 
is contrary to common sense and right reason, 
Mr. 4. says, p. 27, that upon the same ground 
I may deny every other miracle. No such 
thing; — there is a wide difference, between the 
other miracles recorded in the New Testa- 
ment, and the one of the miraculous concep- 
tion. W hen the plan of Providence for enlight- 
ening the world, is taken into consideration, 
we have a body of arguments ^ prioHy which 
will make the miracles wrought by our Saviour 
and his apostles, perfectly consistent and ne- 
cessary. But what necessity was there for the 
ns conception of Jesus Christ ? What 
end did it,^ri5«mld it answer^ — 'None !— folr 
according to Mr* A. andMf. TVcopfessions, it 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Letter VI. 99 

was not made l^nown during his ministry. * The 
Almighty then interposed, and performed the 
most wonderful, the most stupendous of mira^ 
cles, for no purpose ! Far different from this» 
was the case with the other miracles recorded 
in the New Testanaent : — however trivial they 
may appear to us, they have all of them an ob« 
ject in view : — they are intended either to con- 
vince the audience then present, or were per- 
formed in order to afford irrefragable proofs to 
future ages, of the divine mission of Jesus 
Christ ; and of the truth of the doctrines which 
he delivered. Thus, it is not because, that I 
think it, irrational to believe the possibility of 
the existence.of miracles of any kind, that I 
disbelieve this ; but because It is not supported 
by the same evidence as the others are; and 
because I am convinced, that the Almighty 
never performed one in vain. 

What advantafge did Jesus derive from his 
miraculous birth ; was there any thing that he 
performed, during the whole of his ministry, 
which might not have been equally well perfor- 
med by a man born like other men, who at the 
the same time, was gifted by God, with powers 
equal to^ their accomplishment ? I will ven- 
ture to say, that there were none : — and must 
wely on his own words, John v. 19, '' the Sou 
can do nothing of himself/^ Mr^^ A. does, most 
certainly, misunderstand the phrase *^ common 
«ense:'' — what 1 meant by it was, that portion 
of the intellectual 4ind discerning powers, 
which is in general possessed, and which I believe 
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18 its 'most common acc(eptation. He underi- 
^dnds it to signify the general opinion of maOtf 
kind ; and from that universal opinion he, as 
well as Mr. T. draws an ai^ument for the mU 
raculous conception. But if ive are to deter-^ 
mine a^uesfion according to the number of it§ 
advocates, then, even their creed, popular as 
it is, vrill stand but a poor chance of being 
pronounced the true one. Popery, and many 
other false religions, will be found, bj far, to 
overpower them, in these nunterical arguments: 
and this mode of settling the truth, will lead 
us, once more, to worship the Virgin Mary a^ 
Well as her Son ; or to bow our knees to stocksf 
find stones. 

Mr. T. disapproves of my criticism On the 
Word Immanuel. He misunderstands me ;— I 
did not mean to say, that the child predicted 
should be I called a God; — what 1 meant was, 
that God, by appointing the symbolical name 
Immanuel, engaged to protect his people from 
the power of their enemies and oppressors, 
This mode of giving symbolical names to cbiU 
dren, born according to the ordinary course of 
nature, was in common use among the Hebrews; 
an example of which. may be seen in the begin* 
niug of the chapter next to that in which this 
prophecy is recorded. Mr. T- also objects, to 
my confining the sense of tike prophecy to the 
time of Ahaz only^ betause the addressing it to 
A has, '' i$^ both contrary to grammar, and to 
the declaration of the prophet/^ But is not 
f l^sign, grunted in v^'se 14> for the sanie pur^ 
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pose as that refused in verse 11 ; and, if so, they 
must have the same prediction in view ? 1 con- 
sider it, therefore, addressed through Ahaz to 
the House of David, and have used the plural 
pronoun you, as using it when the singular 
number is intended, is sanctioned by the cus- 
tom of most modern languages ; and, thereiore, 
it is not " contrary to grammar/' 

Having thus examined this prophecy and 
^en, that there is no foundation for its second* 
^ry application to Jesus Christ ; and also, that 
the fulfilment of it is limitted, to the space of 
three years after its delivery ; we cannot less 
than conclude, that jso gross a misapplication 
of it, must be a very weighty argument to 
prove the person who did so, to be an imposr 
;^or I and his writings to be unfounded in truth. 

Yours^ Sfc. 



LETTER VII/ 

Sir, 

What has been said in the foregoing Letter, 
455ncerning the misapplication of the prophecy 
in Isaiah, may also be said of the passages^ in 
Hosea xi. 1, and Jer. xxxi. 15 ^ and Mr. Alii- 
AK^mti Mr. Tayhr have no other apology to 
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offer for the imposture, than the old hackneyed 
and unfounded one, of a secondary application. 
The llachael ivho is represented as in sorrow in 
the last of these; 1 reply in answer to Mr. A^s 
inquiry, is the Children of Israel, who are figu- 
ratively called so, fro<|i the name of Racbael, 
the wife of Jacob. 

But 1 have not yet done with this gentleman 
who calls himself Matthew. Let us follow him 
in the imaginary journey which he makes our 
Saviour t^ke to Egypt ; and which he says is 
the fulfilment of a prophecy in Ilosea xi. 1, 
which, by the bye, is no prophecy at all.-^First 
then, Herod's anger is made to kindle into the 
utmost fury, when he hears olf the birth of so 
powerful a rival as Jetsus ; and in order to make 
sure of his destrifction, he Contemplates and 
and puts into execution, the niost brutal and 
cruel of actions :-^he murdered ^' all the chili- 
dren that were in Bethlehem, and the coasts 
thereof, from two years old and under.*' We 
ought, according to an old adage, to give even 
the worst of beings his due ; and Herod, with all 
hi!s imperfections on his head, cannot be sup^- 
posed capable of so much inhumaqity as is liere 
Tepresented; at least not without some better 
proof than we at present possess. Jpsephus, 
and other Roman historians, have given us a 
very particular account of his character, and 
have recorded some acts of cruelty of which he 
was guilty, in his own family ; but not one 
"word about this. W hat could this silence pro- 
iceed from, but from his never having commit*. 
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ted the inhuman butchery which the impostor 
lays to bis charge ? for it is not likely that an 
attrocity, unparalleled in the annals of tyranny^ 
couldr have remained unrecorded by so many 
cotemporary writers. 

Besides making this the fulfilment of a pro<- 
phecy, the impostor makes it the occasion of 
Joseph, the father o( Jesus, dreaming a dream, 
in i^hich he is admonished to fly into Egypt with 
Jesus, in order to escape the cruelty of Herod.— 
Here he remained until the death of Herod, 
and then teturned into the land of Israel. ^^ But 
when he heard that Archelaus did reign in Ja« 
dea, in the room of his i'ather Herod, he was 
affraid to go thither : notwithstanding being 
warned of God in a dream, he turned aside in- 
to the parts, of Galilee ; and he came and dwelt 
in a city called Nazareth,^' Matt, ii. 22, 23.-- 
" Herc,^^ says Mr. Evanson, " the reader is re- 
quested to remark; first, that Galilee having 
been as much under Herod's jurisdiction as Ja- 
dea, and his kingdom having been divided 
among his sons after his death, it was a son of 
Herod's who reigned in his stead, in Galilee, as 
well as Judea, consequently the child Jesus 
could be no securer in one province than in ano- 
ther. He is next desired to cast his eyes on l^e 
map of Palestine, and observe how impossible it 
was for Joseph to have gone from Egypt to Na- 
zareth, without travelling through the whole 
extent of Archelaus' kingdom, unless he under* 
took a long perigrination through the deserts, 
^n the North and East of the lake Asphalites 
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and the country of Moab, and then either 
crosiiied the Jordan into Samaria, or the lake of 
Gennesareth into Galilee, and from thence 
Went to the ^jity of Nazareth : and if it were 
at all credible that the latter was the case, with 
\<rhat propriety could such a tedious journey 
have been denominated, taming aside into th§ 
parts of GalileeV^* 

1 much suspect, that the whole of this story^ 
of the flight into Egypt, was invented in order 
to make the spurious account, as consistent as 
possible with the genuine gospel. For Jesus is 
called every where, except in those chapters^ 
*^ Jesus of Nazareth,^' and not Jesus of Beth- 
lehem, which like *^ Saul of Tarsus,'' ought to 
have been his appellation, if he had been borit 
at Bethlehem. His being born at Bethlehem 
is said to be the fulfilment of the prophecy in 
Micah V. 3 ; but that prophecy does not imply 
tiiat the Messiah should be horn there, but that 
he should spring from there ; intimating, that 
he should be a descendant of David, who, as 
well as his father Jesse, was born there. Every 
Israelite was said to have come from Bethlehem^ 
though not bom there, and though perhaps he 
had never been there. Let the quotation be 
e(»npared with the text in Micah, and it will 
be seen, that it is altered, and these alterations 
could not have been made by a Jew, or by a 
pers<»n who wrote in the country where the 
ttansaction he records had taken place. Atha-» 

^ {}i»oii8nce p. 160. ' 
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nasius says,* " that it was the opinion of Pau- 
las. Samesatensis, and therefore it is thought 
tt^be the general opinion of the Unitarians of 
the first age, that Jesus was born at Nazareth, 
and not at Bethlehem. 

His coming to live at Nazareth, after his re- 
turn from Egypt, is said to fulfil a prophecy, 
in which it is foretold that he should be called 
a Nazarene. But if his dwelling at Naztareth 
gained him the appellation of Nazarene, then 
his residence at Capernaum, John ii.12, Would 
procure him that of Capernaumite ; but we do 
not find this to have been the case. The non- 
existence of any such prophecy in the Jewish 
scriptures, is also a proof of the imposition* 
Mr. A. says, " and so because Mr. D. cannot 
find this prophecy-^it never existed. Excel- 
lent probf this! !'^ Notwithstanding his two 
notes of admiration, and his ironical use of the 
wor(i excellent, I think that persons, who are 
fonder of a solid argument than of empty de- 
clamation, will much suspect the veracity of a 
writer, who appeals to testimony which is not 
to be found ; and which we have reason to be- 
lieve never did exist. Though 1 hayp neither 
read all, nor heard ^' all that the prophets ever 
wrote ;^^ yet I am led to believe, and to expect, 
that when the truth of an event recorded in the 
New Testament, is made to depend upon, the 
existence of a prediction of it inthe Old, that 
I am to find it recorded there :— but this I am 

K 

♦ De adventu, Christi. Opera, v. i. p. 637. 
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not able to do in the present case. The pro- 
phecy quoted by Jude as Enoch^s, is not a pa- 
rallel case ; he gives if as a quotatioa from some 
apocryphal book» but does not vouch for the 
authenticity of it ; but this is given as of sa* 
cred authority, '^so that it was fulfilled which 
(^ was spoken by the {U'ophets.'^ 

The visit of the eastern Magians, is also an 
incredible story. The very pointed Jewish law 
existing against such persons, Deut. xviii. 10, 
11 ; their flagitious and depraved characters ; 
^nd the detestation of the Jews to men of such 
professions, make it highly impi:obable, tha& 
God should make men of such characters, the 
first acquainted with the per^rmance of so 
stupendous a miracle ; or induce him to suspend 
. the laws of nature, as in the case of the direct- 
ing star, in order to sanction an act, contrary 
to Truth and reason. The arrivaV of the wise 
men, or astrologers, must also have been in- 
tended to prepare the Jewish nation to believe 
Jesus to be the Messiah, even from his birth ^*^ 
and thus have made unnecessary the miracles 
he performed, in confirmation c^ his right to 
the title, and prematurely exalted him to an 
olfice, which, we know, he did not enter into 
until thirty years after. There is an inconsis- 
tency also in their saying, that they had seen 
fai^ star in the East ; for if they had s^n it in 
that direction, they must ,have come from llie 
W est : — but they are said to be, wise men from 
the East. This proves the original story to 
have reference to some other place than Jerusa- 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Letter VJI. m 



leni ; a place that was West of tb^ countiy 
from which the diviners came ; which betbfe 
we conclude, will be shewn to be in realitj the 
ease* 

But says Mr. A. p. 33) ** the miraculous con- 
ception has the testimony of the highest anti« 
quity in its favor \^ we have also the testimony 
of the highest antiquity agaimt it. For the 
authenticity of the first chapters of Matthew, 
be quotes Origen and lrenaeus« 

Too much stress has b^n laid upon the tes* 
timoay of what are called the christian fathers: 
their authority, in the decision of theological 
points, is dwindling away very fast ; and hap^- 
pily, christians begin to make use of their own 
mnderstatidings, instead of those of men in 
wliose many fanciful and ridiculous opinions, 
antiquity alone has made us acquiesce so long. 
Justin Martyr, Clement of Alexandria. Origen, 
and many others, were pro^ielytes from heathen 
philosophy to Christianity ; and it is to be re* 
grett^d, that when they abandoned thePlatonie 
sect, they did not also relinquish vAtiny of the 
absurd notions of Platonism. Origen is, cer* 
tainly, a writer of some eminence ; but bis sin- 
gle authority is not to be relied upon, when it 
contradicts the clear evidence that may be 
found in the New Testament* The internal evi- 
dence contained in the first chapters of Matthew 
'Hiust^ ia every mind open to conviction, out- 
weigh the authority of any individual ; parti- 
cularly, when it is known that, that individual 
jias erred in many other points. 
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Origen was credulous, and entbusiastical i^-^ 
his mistaken zeal and devotion, led him to 
(Commit the most uunatural and unnecessary 
actions; and induced him to practice the most 
rigid self-denial. After his conversion to chris* 
tianity> he yet retained the belief of that dis- 
tinquished tenet of Flatonism, the pre-existence 
of souls: and his partiality tor allegorizing led 
him to the most erroneous interpretations of 
-scripture. Surely then his testimony, though 
it may deserve some attention, is not to pass 
unquestioned; particularly when it is found, 
that men as eminent for knowledge and learn-* 
ing as hiin&elf, entered the lists as his oppo* 
nents. But says Mr. A. there were none wha 
disbelieved the miraculous conception, but 
those who were " deemed heretics,^^ and who 
*' had adopted schemes of the most visionary 
nature.*^ That declaration rests entirely cjn 
the testimony of the orthodox; as there are 
none of the works of those who were reputed 
heretics in existence, but what are found in the 
works of their opponents : and how far we cUn 
justly form an opinion, of their whole works 
from the quotations from them by their ortho- 
dox opponents, we may judge from Mr. A. and 
Mr. T^s works. For what sentiments posterity, 
would entertain of me, if nothing more of my 
writings were in existence than v^rhat may be 
found in their pamphlets, may be easily guessed. 
* Mr. Jones, in his learned an ingenious work 
** Developement of Remarkable Events,^^ has 
fully proved, from m Epistle of Jeromes, to 
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he found in Jeremiah Jones on the Canon, vol. 
H. p. 95, that the tirst chmtian fathers were 
not unacquainted with the spuriousness of these 
chapters. W hether Irenaeus and Origen were of 
t-his number I know not : it is most likely that 
they were ; and that, from their misguided zeal 
for the ehrisUan religion, they assisted inim- 
poi^ing them upon tiie christian world. 

What conclusion then are we to draw from 
Irenaeus' and Origen's quoting these chapters, 
but this; — they were then in existence; and 
whether they knew them to be spurious, or 
thought them genuine; they knew that they 
would serve their purpose, and therefore refer 
to theoi as inspired writings. 



Yoursj ^^c. 



LETTER VIII. 

Sir, 

That the miraculous conception was not 
universally believed in the first ages of Christi- 
anity, is confirmed by the testimony of many 
learned men. It is generally thought, that 
Matthew wrote his gospel, for the instruction 
of the Jewish converts, in the Hebrew lan- 
guage ; or rather in the Syro-Chaldaic. These 
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convertB went under tbe name of Naa^rjsnes or 
Ebionites; for, from the accounts given of 
them, the J seem to entertain the same belief.—-* 
These christians did not believe in the mira- 
culous conception, and their gospel did not 
contain the history of it. 

Justin Martyr, who is the first christian 
writer who makes mention of them, do^s not 
give the least hint, that any of them believed 
it : and Irenseus* says, thai they did not admit 
of the Spirit to have come upon Mary, or that 
the power of the Highest had overshadowed 
her. .Oi^fgenf says, that all the Jewish chris«- 
tians, in his time, went under tbe name of £bi« 
onites, ^' some m£ them tbijik him (Jesus) to be 
the son of Joseph and Mary, others of Mary 
and the Holy Spirit, but without acknowledge 
ing his divinity/^ Eusebius, who lived about 
100 years after Oifigen, says, that the Ebionites 
continued, in his time, unbelievers in the mi<p 
raculous conception ; and, as I have said in my 
Sermon, Epiphanius and Jerom also say, that 
they did not believe it. 

Epiphanius, 1 confess, is not the best autho* 
rity ; but when it is considered, that he was a 
great advocate for the miraculous conception, 
and an inveterate enemy of the Ebionites ; what- 
ever testimony he is forced to give, against his 
own system, cannot fall under the same sui^^[>i* 
cion as many parts of his other writings. Hf 

* Lib. S. cap. i. p« 394^ 
f In Mauhew, Coouotat* vol, i* p< 4^. 
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describes* the gospel of the fibicmiles, as be« 
ginning at the third chapter of the present co« 
pies of Matthew^ The Ebionites^ maint^in^t 
that the copy of the goq>el which they possess* 
ed, and which wanted the two first chaptersi 
was the genuine work of the apostle. Jerom 
says,f that ^^ the gospel nsed by the Nazareaes 
aittd il&bionites, was by most, called the authen^ 
tie gospel of Matthew :'' and from his com- 
mentary on Matt. ii. €, it is evident, that the 
Nazarene copy, in his possession, did not con» 
tain the story of the miraculous conception. — 
Speaking of the substitution of the word Juded 
instead of t/iM/a in that verse, he says, ^* I am 
o# opinion, that the reading that came from the 
Evangelist, was in the Hebrew itself (that is in 
the Uebre^v of Micah, from which the prophecy 
is takda) Judae, not Judaise.^^§ Here then it is 
uetni though from his own declarations, it is 
well known, that he bad a copy of the Naza-> 
rene gospel by him, yet he had recouse to Coa« 
jecture ; which is a proof that this part of Mat- 
thew, and consequently, that the account of 
the miraculous conception, was not in his copy. 
Thus I have *' frankly and' explicitly brought 
forward,^^ ^cording to Mr. T^s desire, my 

♦ Apud Suiceri Thesaur. vol. i. -p. 1231. 

+ "In evangelio, quo utuntur Nazareni et Ebionita?, 
qVod nuper in Graccum de Hebraeo sermone transtulimus 
ct quod Vocatur a plerisque Nlatthaci authentic^na &c." In 
Matt. cap. 12 Opera, vol. vi. p. 21. 

§ Vide Pope's Miraculous Conception, p. 9S. 
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documents from £piphani|uu» and Jerom, in 
support of my declaratioB, <that these chapters 
i^erenotto he found m tlie iVazaifene and Ebi- 
onite copl^ :-T-^aiid 1 calitiot less than think it 
both ungepeious mid illiberal of biuH to call 
my verajcity in ^ues4ioi*>-.and:give Ilo^other 
apc^ogy for doing so,, but bis indolence and 
reluctance to examineu Foe it appears, that 
though he did,'' not expect! .to find what I as-» 
serted^^ w^s to be found in Jerom's works^ that 
it was there. / 

The corrupted jstate in which the gospels iof 
the N^zarenes and Ebionites appear, in the 
fragments which we poi$^e^s of them, i^ no ar« 
gument against their existence. at some foramr 
time, in a much less corrupted state :•*— such 
an argument would be^r equally against the 
other gospels. For we 6we the perlect'state in 
which the four gospels now appear to the in« 
dustry of collators alone, for even these will be 
found, in many manuscripts, very much cor* 
rupted and interpolated. 

Having said thus much of the gospel of Mat- 
thew, it only remains, that I should notice the 
. evidence for the spuriousness of the first chap- 
ters of Luke's gospel. 

It is well known, that Marcion, a man of 
learning and integrity, who flourished in the 
second century, had a copy of the gospel of 
Luke,^ which began at the third chapter of our 
present one; and vi'hieh he affirmed was all 
that Luke ever wrote.* It is true, that Mar- 

^ Epipban. Hoer. xlii. Opera^ voU i. p. 313, 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Letter VIII. f^ 



cion, like myself, was a reputed heretic ; hut as 
Booe of his writings are now in existence, we 
cannot be capable of forming a judgment on 
that point r^-^we have only the gbqd word of his 
orthodox opponents for it; and from their 
avidity to silence him, and from their destruc* 
lion of all the books which they were pleased 
to term heretical, we have reason to suppose^ 
that these works contained something which 
they did not much relish — ^perhaps some solid 
arguments, whicb they judged would be most 
efiectually answered by a commitment to the 
flames. However, his being termed a heretic, by 
those, who, because they were th^ most nume- 
rous, appropriated to themselves the name of 
orthodox, will not lessen his authority, in the 
estimation of any unprejudiced person. But, 
happily we need not rest the proof of the spu- 
riousness of these chapters on ^is testimony 
alone; we have better — that of Luke himself. 

Luke, in his address of his second history, 
or rather of his continuation of the history of 
Christianity after the ascension of our Saviour, 
addresses the person for whose instruction he 
hodvwritten his gospel, in this manner: — "The 
former relation I made, OTheophilus, concern- 
ing all which Jesus undertook, both to do and 
to teach, until the day in which he was taken 
up,^' Acts i. 1, 3. But upon a reference to 
this ^^ former rdation,'' we find that it does not 
simply contain an account " df all wl^ich Jesus 
undertook both to do and to teach,'^ but also 
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a Jong and fabulous account of his miraculous 
birth ; and that the history ot his teachings and 
actions does not ^commence until we come to 
the third chapter. W hat, then, are we to con- 
clude from this, but that Luke never wrote the 
other two chapters. Luke does not undertake 
to give the history of the whole life of Jesus to 
his friend, but of the few years in which he 
was engaged in his public ministry. Instead 
of that, we have in his gospel, as it now stands, 
a most curious account of his wonderful con- 
ception and birth, attended with long and very 
improbable speeches: these are put into the 
mouth of an angel, who is called Gabriel, as 
if that word was a proper name, and did not 
signify a celestial being in a human form. — But 
I suppose this is done, in imitation of Daniel, 
who calls the one, who appeared to him in a 
prophetic vision, by that name. After his 
birth we hear nothing of him for twelve years, 
and again we loose sight of him for eighteen 
more. Is this consistent with the elegant me- 
thod, and strict order of Luke ? — No, for the 
very style of these spurious chapters betrays 
them. Luke may be classed among the most 
elegant and correct of Greek writers ; his lan- 
guage is pure and nervous ; forming a most di- 
rect contrast to the flimsy and incoherent dic- 
tion of these imperfect imit?iti(»ns. And what 
proves, beyond a doubt, that Luke never wrote 
these chapters is, that he does not make the 
least allusion to the wonderful events which 
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they describe, in any other part of his gospel; 
or in his acts of the apostles. • . 

The great chronological disagreement, which 
1 pointed out, between the account of the im- 
postor Matthew, and the real Luke, as to the 
time of our Saviour's birth, has exasperated 
Mr. T. not a little. Not contented with plain 
Englii^h, he discharges a volleiy of Latin words 
at me ; which, lest the common reader should 
be alarmed, and mistake them for sentences of 
excommunication, I would assure him are very 
harmless ; meaning no inore, than ^^ magiste- 
rial assertions,^^ and such other kind phrases, 
by which Mr, T. vents his spleen. 

Though Dr. Lardner has very amply discuss- 
ed this question, yet I think he has failed in 
reconciling the disagreement of the two Evan- 
gelists. Is it then to be wondered at, if Mr. T. 
who follows him, should also be unable to 
make them agree. To carry back the com- 
mencement of Tiberius's reign, two or three 
years before he actually did begin to reign, has 
been proposed as the only solution of the diffi- 
culty ; but it depends entirely upon the sup- 
position, that the years in which he was a col- 
league with Augustus, make a part of the fif- 
teen years in which Jesus is said to " be about 
thirty years of age.^^ But this is unlikely, ^s 
well, from the correctness of the Roman chro- 
nology, as, from the improbability of these 
three years, being employed to compose a part 
of the reigns, both of Augustus and Tiberius. 

However, to prove this point more fully, I 
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VfA\ quate the words of a learned author to 
whom I have' referred before.* *' 1 shall con- 
clfide this proposition/^ says he, " with prov- 
ing, from a comparison of Luke and losephfQs, 
that our Lord was not bom in the days of He*- 
Tod the king.'^ 

" 111 the account which'we have examined, it 
is said, that Herod killed all the children from 
two years old and under. From this we may 
infer, that Jesus was two years of agcwhen he 
was conveyed into Egypt. There he was com^ 
manded. to stay till the death of Herod. Notv 
we cannot^ suppose that this event took place 
immediately ; else why Was he sent to a comii* 
try so distant to avoid the aiiger of Herod, if 
he was soon to die? Jesus, therefore, inust 
have been some time in Egypt, before the death 
of the king. The author of the gospel of our 
Saviour* s Infancy^ makes his continuance there 
to be three years. Lest this be thought too 
much, let it be limitted to two. Our Loiti 
then, when Herod died, was four years of age. 
When that event took place, Philip the son of 
Herod, became Tetrach of Trachonitis, which, 
with the two provinces of Batenea and Gaula« 
nitis, be governed thirty-seven years. This, his 
last year, was, as we learn from Josephus,f the 
twenty-eight of the reign of Tiberius; the thir- 
ty-second of his government must,, therefore, 

* Development vol. i. p. 365. 
+ Antiq. Jud. Lib, xviii, cap, v, sect, vi. 
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have been the fifteenth of that emptor.*' 
" Bot Jei»«is was born, as we haveseew, four 
rears before the death of Herod, and of ooii4i^^ 
before Philip was made governor. Oar Lord 
then^ according to this calculation, was thirty-- 
six years old in the fifteenth of Tiberius,. But 
the Evangelist Luke says expressly, that he tbca 
began to be about thirty years of age; con$te- 
qtiently Jesus was not born till about two years 
afUr the death of Herod the Great/' Dates 
are ob^inate things : they cannot be twisted 
and turned about, to support every imposition 
which may be practised upon Hiankind : — and 
though error may fly to its evasions, and have 
recourse to its subtilities, they remain asuusur* 
^ mountable barriers to its success. 1 'he fact of 
, John the Baptist's not knowing Jesus, when he 
came to be baptized of him, is also improi3a« 
ble, if the account given in these chapters was 
true; and is another argument against their 
genuineness. For if the dose intimacy which is 
represented, in these chapters, had really sub- 
sisted between Mary and Elizabeth, it was al- 
most an impossibility for them not to have 
been well known to each other. Mr. A. and 
Mr. r. say, that tlie parents of John might have 
Jiedwhenhewasyetariinfant,Qnd thus he might 
never have been informed of the wonderful 
events that preceded their births. But is thi* 
likely ? — ^Is it not more so, if the account had 
been true, that either the parents, or -some 
other person, w^xuld have acquainted them, of 
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the angelic annunciations, and the many un* 
common predictions respecting them ; and thus 
have brought them, at whatever distance they 
might have lived from each other, to habits of 
the closest intimacy? — ^it must. This, how- 
ever, was not the case : — John and Jesus were 
perfect strangers to one another ; and the Bap- 
tist would not have known Jesus to have been 
the Messiah, had it not been for the annuncia- 
tion from heaven. Here, then, we are under 
the necessity of " rejecting the belief of an 
event, which had a close connection with our 
Saviour's ministry, and which is related in the 
the most unvarying manner by all the evange- 
lists ; or that of one which has none of these 
characters, and which is, in the highest degree, 
improbable.''* 

Another objection to the genuineness of these 
chapters, arises from th^ great historical diffi- 
culty found in chap. ii. 1, 2, of this gospel; 
" and it came to pass in those days, that there 
went a decree from Caesar Augustus, that all 
the world should be taxed ; and this taxing was 
made, when Cyrenius was governor of Syria." 
Now an event of such importance (if it had' 
been true) as taxing or enrolling the whole 
world, or even the Roman empire, was not 
• likely to escape the notice of all the Greek and 
Roman historians ; but in this case it has.— ^ 
Besides, as Jesus is said to have been born in 
the time of Herod the king, Judea could not, 

♦ Pope's Miraculous Conception, p. 195. 
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at that time, have been a Roman province, 
and, therefore, was not liable to be taxed by 
the Roman emperor. It is also well known, 
that Cyrenius was not governor of Syria, until 
above ten years after the birth of our Saviour. 
I w^U know what Dr. Lardner has said on this 
subject ; and how he has endeavoured to recon- 
cile these disagreements: — but to me his rea- 
sonings are far from being conclusive ; and I 
think, that there is no other way of solving the 
difficulty, but by granting tl^at the writings, 
are spurious, and, therefore, that the account 
they give is unfounded. 

The difference of the accounts of the mira- 
culous conception, as given in the two gospels, 
cannot but strike an attentive reader. Luke 
has omitted the story of the wise men of the 
East ; the massacre of the children of Bethle- 
hem by Herod ; and the flight into Egypt. — 
Matthew, on the other hand, says nothing of 
the speeches made by the angels ; of the story 
of the shepherds ; and of the prophecies of 
Anna and Simeon, which Luke relates. These 
differencies in the relation, were not likely to 
happen, if both the authors had written the 
description of a fact that had really existed : — 
on the other hand, they are accounted for, on 
the supposition, that the compilers of these 
stories, were not well informed concerning 
what they pretended to relate ; or that their 
tale had no foundation in truth. 

Thus I have brought my evidence for the 
spuriousness of the first chapters of Luke; 
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which, together with that to be found in other 
places in tliese Letters, will go very tar in eon- 
vincing those who are open to convietion, that 
thej were not written by Luke himself. Mr* 
A, and Mr. T. say, that I promised to bring 
my testimony on in my Sermon, but failed to 
do it. They will now, however, see, that this 
failure did not proceed from the want of testis' 
mony^ but, as stated, from want of time. And 
though no arguments for the spuriousness of 
these chapters, were introduced into the Ser- 
mon, they had them in a Note at the bottom 
of the page : and it is curious to hear these 
gentlemen complaining of the want. of the ar- 
guments, which, at the same time, they are 
discussing. 

Yours^ ^*c. 



LETTER IX- 

Sir, 

Mr. Alliott wishes I " had told whd the per- 
sons were who forged'^ these chapters, " when 
and where they lived.'^ The number of pages 
at which my answer has already arrived, pre- 
eludes the possibility of my entering into a long 
discussion upon this point: a few words must^ 
therefore, suffice for the present ; and for a more 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Letter IX. 81 

extensive view of the subject, I must refer my 
reader, to the source from which I have my- 
self derived the information, which I am going 
to offer. 

Mr. Jones, in the work already cited,* has 
proved, that the introductory chapters, ascrib- 
ed to Matthew, are taken out of " the Gospel 
of the Infancy of Jesus," and those of Luke 
are taken out of " the Gospel of Mary.*' Both 
these gospels are now in existence, and may be 
ibund in Jeremiah Jones on the Canon, vol. ii. 
p. 78. 168. Many passages in the introductory 
chapters of Matthew and Luke, are taken ver- 
batim from these gospels; and Mr. Jones has 
amply proved that these acknowledged spurious 
gdspels, were the first written. He says, " that 
l4)e supposed miraculous birth of Jesus Christ, 
is a fabrication of the Priests of Isis at Rome, 
copied from the adultery of a woman devoted 
to the vilest of the heathen deities.^^ This wo- 
man's name was Paulina ; and Josephqsf gives 
a full account of the deception thai was prac^ 
tised upon her, in order to make her believe 
that the god Isis was desirous of an interview 
with her; when, in reality, it was a man, who 
personated the god, and who had bribed the' 
Priests to bring about his criminal purpose. 
One of the gospels above-mentioned, was com- 
posed by the wicked Jew, whom Josephus men- 

M 



♦ Dcvclopcmcnt vol. i. p. 435, 448. 
f Antiq. Jud. Lib. xviii| cap. iii. sect, iv* 
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tiow; and tbe other bj a Ta^uMns, noticed 
by Pliitarcli. 

The whole aeeouat of tb« Bairaenlous co«^ 
eeption of Jesus, agrees so exactly with the 
story of the |Nretettde4 ii^ivapuUms eoQceptiioii 
of Pnuliiia at Kome ; that tbera can be im> ^uibt, 
but that it was the origin of the &d»ii}<His ac-* 
eount of the birth of our Saivioiir : avd, that 
what is said to have occurftd in Judea, did, 
m reality, happea at |lon)«. 

Such is a short sketch of the i^ecoiint, whicb 
thift learned writer has givai^ hs^ of tke oiigin^ 
and author 9S the fiifst ebapteri^attadaued to the 
genuine gospels el Matthew and i.ii]fe. We 
baire seen, from the emm^j view I h^^ takeni 
in these Letters, of the evidence against their 
genninenesfi^ that it is iinpo«i»iUe they (»houl4 
be the works of their reputed authocft ; as they 
contain the most palpable eontrs^ic^ion^ ta 
many other parts of tbe Old affid New Testa- 
ments. The miraculow coa<^pti4Mi> i^ ti^ne, 
cannot be said to iwm any part of the genuine 
gospel; for, it must be allowed^ that Jlesui^ 
Christ taught aU tbaA i» necessary to ow salva* 
tion, but be has never- taugkt m to beli|Bvie that 
*he was miraenlously bora ' Tha nnracidow 
conce|^k)n is, also, of w^ me to Christianity ; 
for it neither adds to the di^iity, nor ta the 
authority of Jesus Cbrbt : while, aA the «ame 
time, it very much aliects the credit of both 
Matthew and Luke as historians >--aiid, IVom 
the fabulous airwhich it bears, it gives occasion 
to many persons^ to rejject chiristianity altoge^ 



Digitized by VjOOQIC 



Letter IX. 83 

ther. It also entirely does away the efiicacj of 
Christ's example in regulating ours. For, if be 
possessed a nature different froni) and superior 
to ours, he can be no pattern for us ? If he was 
God, how could he be a proper object of teuip« 
tation? And if he, as Gpd, or a pre-existent Be- 
ing of any kind, rose from the dead, how does 
that afibrd us proof tliat haman beings sball rise f 
- Fofaisbelieving in the miraculous concep- 
tion ; a doctrine as inconsistent with revelation 
as it is contrary to seasom I am branded with 
the name of unbtlwrer :<*«bat, if te beli««e in 
the existence of onb snpreme and Aimighry 
God, and in Jesus Christ as the Messenjger of 
that God, sent to lead mankind in, the w^y of 
salvation, and to instruct thwi to s^$yire toi n life 
afterthis: andif a firm beK^itttlM scriptures, 
as a revelation from heaven, does no^ constitute 
anmibeHeveF, tb6ii«m»/i»«<^#ii#/ and fotlkoM 
who charge me with it, hlush for their injustice. 
I must now reluctantly lay down my pen ; yet 
not without a hope that my opponents, will soon 
afford me another opportunity of taking it up ; 
and of doing greater justice to the subject, than 
it was possible for me to do within the small 
compass of this pamphlet: and while I return 
them my most cordial thanks, for bringing the 
discussion of the subject before the public, 

/ remaijt your obedient Servant^ 
MiLLFoip, \ Ch^ 0)avM^ 

Sep. 5, 1809. / 
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Page 359 line 9, bot* for promogenttureship readi primo^ 
geniturakip, 
$7, line 17, for alledges read, alleges. 

31, 14, bot. for biggotted read, ^^(»^^«i* 

83, 5, for othodoxy read, orthodoxy. 

41, 17i dele the word the. ' 

469 1, for aSraid read, afraid^ 

46, note 14> for nown i^ad, now. 

53, line 10, for shold read, should. 

63, 15, for afifraid, read, afraid. 

66, 18, for act read, art. 

71f 13, bot. for recouse read, recourse^ 
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